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Wednesday, 3rd March 1869. 



Ordered , That a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the Constitution and 
Management of the Department of the General Valuation of Ireland, the Cost of the 
Townland and Tenement Valuation, and all matters connected with the Annual Revision 
thereof. 



Monday , 5th April 1869. 



Ordered , That the Select Committee on General Valuation, &c. (Ireland), do consist 
of Seventeen Members : — 



Colonel French. 

Mr. Chichester Foxtescue. 

Mr. M‘ Car thy Downing. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

Mr. George Moore. 

Ordered, That the Committee have power to 



Colonel Gr eville-N ugent. 
Colonel Ford. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Fitzwuliam Dick. 
Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Viscount Crichton. 



send for Persons, Papers, and Records. 



Ordered, That Five be the Quorum of the Committee. 



Tuesday , 27th July 1869. 



Ordered, That the Committee have power to report their Observations, together with 
the Minutes of Evidence taken before them, to the House. 



REPORT 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE p. iv 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 1 

APPENDIX - 211 
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REPORT, 



THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inquire into the Constitution and 
Management of the Department of the General Valuation of 
Ireland, the Cost of the Town land and Tenement Valuation, and all 
matters connected with the Annual Revision thereof : Have con- 

sidered the matters to them referred, and have agreed to the following 
REPORT : — 

That owing to the late period of the Session, your Committee are unable to 
present a Report embodying their opinions upon the whole of the matters 
referred to them ; they have therefore agreed to Report the evidence to the 
House, together with the following Resolutions, which were unanimously agreed 
to during the progress of the inquiry, and before the evidence relating to matters 
not embraced in those Resolutions was concluded. 

1 . That it is desirable that a careful examination of the books and accounts 
of the Valuation Office should take place in Dublin, with a view to ascertai n 
whether any and what irregularities have taken place in charging upon th e 
several counties the expenses for which presentment have been made since the 
passing of the Tenement- Valuation Act. 

2. That it is expedient that in future, before any presentment is made, the 
accounts of expenditure should be submitted to the Comptroller and Auditor 
General, not only as regards their correctness with reference to the account- 
ability of the officers, but with reference to their apportionment between the 
Treasury and the several counties; and that previous to any examination each 
county should have sent to them a detailed statement of the charge appor- 
tioned to such county by the Valuation Office, and the grounds thereof ; and 
should have an opportunity of submitting their observations thereon, either in 
writing or through a person appointed on behalf of such county, to the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General. 



2 7 July 1869. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE 



PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 



Monday, 12 th April 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Colonel French. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 

Colonel French was called to the Chair. 



Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Moore. 

Colonel Forde. 



[Adjourned till Thursday, 22nd April, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 22nd April 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Lord Crichton. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. George Moore. 
Colonel Grrevill e-Nugent. 

Mr. John Ball Greene, examined. 

The Committee deliberated. 

Mr. John Ball Greene, further examined. 



The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Colonel Forde. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Ayrton. 



[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 29 th April 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



The 0 ’Conor Don. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Downing. 

Mr. John Ball Greene, further examined. 
The Committee deliberated. 

Mr. John Ball Greene, further examined. 
The Committee deliberated. 

Mr. John Ball Greene , further examined. 



Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Sir F. W. Heygate. 
Mr. George Moore. 
Colonel Taylor. 



[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 
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Thursday, 6th May 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



The O’Conor Don. 
Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Herbert. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 
Lord Crichton. 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Downing. 

Mr. Chichester Forteacue. 



Mr. John Ball Green, further examined. 

Sir Richard Griffith, examined. 

Committee deliberated. 

Sir Richard Griffith , further examined. 

[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 13 th May 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



The O’ Conor Don. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Sir Richard Griffith, further examined. 
Mr. John Leahy, Q.C., and Mr. Henry A 



Mr. Hunt. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Downing. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Lord Crichton. 



Huffy, were severally examined. 



[Adjourned till Thursday, 3rd June, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 3rd June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, 

Mr. Herbert. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Lord Crichton. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

Colonel Forde. 



in the Chair. 

Mr. Hunt 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 



Mr. Henry Duffy, further examined. 

Mr. James Lynam , examined. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at Twelve o’clock. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SELECT COMMITTEE 



Monday, 7th June L869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Pollard- Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Moore. 

Colonel Forde. 



Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Mr. James Lynam, further examined. 

[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock.. 



Thursday, 10 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Lord Crichton. 

The O’ Conor Don 



Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Sir Frederick Heygate. 



Mr. John O' Reilly, examined. 



The Committee deliberated. 



Mr. John O’Reilly, further examined. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at One o’clock. 



Monday, 14 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Herbert. 

The O’ Conor Don. 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Lord Crichton. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 



Mr. Michael Flynn and Mr. John Vernon were severally examined. 



[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 1 7th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



The O’Conor Don. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart 
Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr, M'Carthy Downing. 



Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Hunt. 



Mr. John Thompson and Mr. George Marquis were severally examined. 



The- 
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The Committee deliberated. 

Mr. George Marquis , Mr. William Perrin, and Mr. Thade Scanlan, were severally 
further examined. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at half-past Twelve o’clock. 



Monday, 21 st June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel Trench, in the Chair. 



Mr. Hunt. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Lord Crichton. 



Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Pollard-U rquhart. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Fitzwilliain Dick. 
Colonel Forde. 



The Committee deliberated. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That it is desirable that a careful examination of the 
books and accounts of the Valuation Office should take place in Dublin with a view to 
ascertain whether any and what irregularities have taken place in charging upon the 
several counties the expenses for which presentments have been made since the passing of 
the Tenement Valuation Act ” — (Mr. hunt), — put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That it is expedient that in future, before any present- 
ment is made, the accounts of expenditure should be submitted to the Comptroller and 
Auditor General, not only as regards their correctness with reference to the account- 
ability of the officers, but with reference to their apportionment between the Treasury and 
the several counties, and that previous to such examination each county should have sent to 
them a detailed statement of the charge apportioned to such county by the Valuation Office, 
and the grounds thereof ; and should have an opportunity of submitting their observations 
thereon, either in writing or through a person appointed on behalf of such county, to the 
Comptroller and Auditor General (Mr. Hunt), — put, and agreed to. 

Motion made, and Question put, « That Mr. Hitchcock be examined as a witness before 
this Committee ” — (The Chairman ). — The Committee divided : 



Ayes, 6. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquliart. 
Mr. Hunt. 



Noes, 5. 

Mr. Chichester Foriescue. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Lord Crichton. 



Mr. George Hitchcock, examined. 

Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 24 tk June 1 869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquliart. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Townsend, Trench examined. 



Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Lord Crichton. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 

[Adjourned till Monday next, at One o’clock. 
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Monday, 28 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 



Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Forde. 



Mr. Thomas O'Brien and Mr. Henry Hutchings were severally examined. 



[Adjourned till Thursday, 15th July, at Twelve o’clock.. 



Thursday, 15 th July 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Colonel French, in the Chair. 



Lord Crichton. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Resolutions to be proposed by Mr. Ayrton, read. 



Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Sir Frederick Hevgate. 
Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 



Resolutions to be proposed by The O' Conor Don, read. 



Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Resolutions to be proposed by Mr. 
Ayrton he now taken into consideration (Mr. Ayrton.')— Amendment proposed to leave 
out the words “Mr. Ayrton” in order to insert the words “ The O’Conor Don ” — ( The 
O’ Conor Don ), — instead thereof. — Question put. That the words “ Mr. Ayrton ” stand 
port of the Question. — The Committee divided : 



Ayes, 6. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Lord Crichton. 



Noes, 6. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 



Whereupon the Chairman declared himself with the Noes. 

Question, That the words “ The O’Conor Don,” be there inserted,— put, and agreed to. 
Another Amendment proposed, to leave out the word “now,” in order to insert the word 
“ not,” and at the end of the Question, to add the words, “ until after the hearing of such 
further evidence as the Committee shall determine to receive ” — (Mr. Hunt ). — Question 
put, That the word “ now ” stand part of the Question. — The Committee divided: 

Noes 10. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Lord Crichton. 

Words added. — Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Resolved ^ 



Ayes 3. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 
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Resolved, That the Resolutions to be proposed by The O’Conor Don be not taken into 
consideration until after the hearing of such further evidence as the Committee shall 
determine to receive. fi teassi 

Sir Richard Griffith, further examined. 

[Adjourned till Thursday next, at Twelve o’clock. 



Thursday, 22nd July 1S69. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel F rench, in the Chair : 



The O’ Conor Don. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. McCarthy Downing. 
Sir Frederick Heygate. 



Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Ayrton. 



Sir Richard Griffith, further examined. 

Mr. James Organ and Mr. George Bolton were severally examined. 

Mr. Henry Duffy, further examimed. 

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at One o’clock. 



Tuesday, 27th July 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Colonel French, in the Chair : 



Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 

Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. William Perrin, further examined. 



Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Motion made, and Question, That the Resolutions agreed to by the Committee on the 
21st day of June be reported to the House — ( The O' Conor Don), — put, and agreed to. 

Report read the first time and second time, and agreed to. 

Ordered, To Report, together with the Minutes of Evidence and Appendix. 
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EXPENSES OF WITNESSES. 



NAME 

WITNESS. 


Profession 

Condition. 


From whence 1 
Summoned. 


Number of 
Days 

lbsent from 
Homo, 

Orders of 
Committee. 


Expenses 

of 

Journoy 

London 
and back. 


Allowance 

during 

Absence 


TOTAL 

Expenses 

allowed 

Witness. 


James T.ynara ... 


Civil Engineer 


Ballinasloe - 


0 


£. s. d. 
6 18 - 


£. s. A. 
28 7 - 


£• a. A. 
35 5 - 


John O'Reilly - - - 


- ditto 


Dublin 


fi 


5 10 - 


18 18 - 


24 8 - 


Michael Flynn ... 


Clerk of Poor-law 
Union. 


Strokestown 




9 5 9 


5 5 - 


14 10 9 


John Thompson 


Clerk in Valuation 
Office. 


Dublin - - | 


3 


5 S 0 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


George Marquis 


. ditto 


- ditto 


3 


5 9 9 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


Wm. Henry Perrin - 


- ditto 


- ditto 


3 j 


5 9 9 ! 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


Thado Scanlan ... 


- ditto - - | 


- ditto 


3 


5 9 9] 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


George Hitchcock - 


- ditto 


- ditto 


3 


5 9 9 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


Thomas O’Brien 


Justice of the Peace 


Kildovory (County 
Cork). 


6 


7 9 - 


6 6 - 


13 15 - 


Henry Hutchings 


Clerk in Valuation 
Office. 


Dublin 


3 


5 9 9 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


James Organ - - - 


- ditto 


- ditto 


3 


5 9 9 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 


Wm. Henry Perrin (2nd 
payment). 


- ditto 


- ditto 


3 


5 9 9 


3 3 - 


8 12 9 










Total ■ 


. - - £. 


157 - 9 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 



Thursday, 22nd April 1869. 

PAG 

Mr. John Ball Greene - -- -- -- -- --1 

Thursday, 29 th April 1869. 

Mr. John Ball Greene _ 17 



Thursday, 6th May 1869. 



Mr. John Ball Greene ---------..33 

Sir Richard Griffith, Bart. - -- -- .- -.-43 



Thursday, \3th May 1869. 



Sir Richard Griffith, Bart. - - - - - - - - - - 49 

Mr. John Leahy, Q. c. - - - - - - - - _ _ - 61 

Mr. Henry Duffy ----------- - 68 

Thursday, 3 rd June 1869 . 

Mr. Henry Duffy - - - - - - - _ - . . - 71 

Mr. James Lynam - -- -- -- -- - -84 



Monday, 7 th June 1869. 

Mr. James Lynam ------ 

Thursday, 1 Otli June 1 869. 

Mr. John O’Reilly ------ 

Monday, 14 th June 1869. 

Mr. Michael Flynn ------ 

Mr. John Edward Vernon - 



Thursday , 1 7th June 1869. 

Mr. John Thompson 

Mr. George Marquis ------ 

Mr. William Henry Perrin - 
Mr. Thade Scanlan 



- 130 

- 136 

- 141 

- 145 



Monday, 21s? June 1869. 

Mr. George Hitchcock ------ 



147 



Thursday, 24 th June 1869. 

Mr. J. Townshend Trench - 



Monday, 28 th June 1869. 

Mr. Thomas O’Brien 
Mr. Henry Hutchings 



168 . 183 
- 179 



Thursday, 15 th July 1869. 

Sir Richard Griffith ------ 



184 



Thursday, 22nd July 1869. 

Sir Richard Griffith ------ 

Mr. James Patrick Organ - 

Mr. George Bolton ------ 

Mr. Henry Duffy ------ 



- 188 

- 204 

- 205 

- 207 



Tuesday, 2 /th July 1869. 

Mr. William H. Perrin ------ 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE. 



Thursday, 22«rf April 1869. 



-MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 

Mr. Car thy Downing. 

Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 

Mr. Herbert. 



Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. George Moore. 
Colonel Greville Nugent. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pol lard-U rquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH, in the Chatr. 



Mr. John Ball Greene, called in; and Examined. 



1. Chairman .] You are a Civil Engineer ? — 
I am a Civil Engineer and President of the 
Institution of Engineers in Ireland. 

2. I believe you were examined before the 
Committee of last year ? — I was. 

3. You were then Superintendent of the 
General Valuation of Ireland ? — I was. 

4. At present you are Commissioner? — I am. 

5. Though you were not Commissioner at that 
time, your experience in the office has probably 
been sufficient to give us the information that 
the Committee require, as to the transactions 
before you became Commissioner ? — Yes ; I was 
Sir Richard Griffith’s principal assistant 15 or 16 
years. 

6. Therefore you are most likely in possession 
of all the information we require? — I do not 
know that I possess all the information. Such 
information as I can give the Committee, they 
shall have. 

7. Under what Act of Parliament was the 
Commission of the General Valuation originally 
nominated? — 9 & 10 Viet. There was a town- 
land valuation made by Sir Richard Griffith of 
nearly three provinces in Ireland. 

8. I believe there were three valuations by 
Sir Richard Griffith, the preliminary one to the 
Ordnance Survey, the townland valuation, and 
the tenement valuation? — No; only the town- 
land valuation and the tenement valuation, I be- 
lieve. 

9. Then to whom was the valuation that is 
called the preliminary valuation entrusted? — I 
do not know exactly. There was the old town- 
land valuation, made under an Act of Parliament 
passed in the year 1826, but the province of 
Monster was not done under that Act. 

0.57. 



10. There were three portions of Ireland 
done under that survey? — Yes; the townland 
valuation. 

11. You do not know anything about the 
preliminary valuation to the townland ? — No ; 
and as I was never employed on the townland 
valuation any question put to me with respect 
to it I can only answer from hearsay. I have 
never been employed on anything but the tene- 
ment valuation. 

12. Do you know, before the original appoint- 
ment of Sir Richard Griffith was made, under 
what valuation the money was levied by the 
grand juries in Ireland ? — I do not. 

13. I think there was no valuation of Sir Wil- 
liam Petty’s ; it was only a survey ? — I have not 
Sir Thomas Larcom’s Memoir of the town survey 
with me, which, I think, gives an accurate de- 
scription of it. There was no valuation that I am 
aware of. 

14. Under what Act of Parliament do you 
consider that the present commission exists ? — It 
exists under the 15 & 16 Yict. c. 63, and the 23 
Viet. c. 4. 

15. The original Act was the 15 & 16 Viet.? 
— No ; there was a Valuation Act previous to 
that ; that was repealed ; it was the 9 & 10 Viet. 

16. That Act, if I recollect rightly, gave the 
Lord Lieutenant power to name a commissioner? 
—Yes. 

17. At a fixed salary ? — Yes. 

18. Of three guineas a day when on duty, 
and a guinea a day for travelling expenses ? — 
Yes. 

19. By whom were the remainder of the 
officers employed in the general valuation nomi- 
nated ? — The assistants engaged in the valuation 

A. were 



Mr- 

L B. Greene. 

22 April 
i8oj). 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. were employed by Sir Richard Griffith from time 
J ■ H. Greene, to time, as occasion required, to carry out the 
provisions of that Act. 

■22 April 20. But the townland valuation was before the 
1869. tenement ? — Yes ; but I am not able to speak of 

that. 

21. Can you tell the Committee by whom were 
the officers appointed? — I was not employed 
there; I was not employed until 1850. 

22. I believe they were left entirely to be 
nominated by the Commissioner? — He could em- 
ploy any clerk, or valuator, or surveyor, under 
that Act. 

23. He would employ any person that he con- 
sidered a good judge of the value of houses and 
lands, and to be a neat draughtsman was one 
qualification mentioned ? — I believe so. 

24. That qualification in the nomination was 
departed from after a certain time, and they 
added that whoever was appointed must be con- 
versant with the five books of Euclid? — That is 
only very recently. That was an arrangement 
under the 23 Viet., which passed in the year 
1860, transferring the entire department to the 
control of the Treasury. 

25. And then the Treasury advanced money ? 
— Yes, and they paid half the cost of the re- 
vision. 

26. But not of the survey or valuation ? — No ; 
the tenement valuation was nearly finished 
throughout Ireland when that Act passed. 

27. By whom was the cost of the townland and 
tenement valuation actually paid? — The entire 
cost of the townland valuation was paid by pre- 
sentment off the counties. 

28. By compulsory presentments sent down to 
the counties, and the money levied and repaid to 
Government? — Just so. 

29. Was there any communication of any kind 
with the counties as to the necessity of the 
work or the expenditure ; any communication to 
the grand juries on the part of the Government 
or on the part of the Commissioner?—! cannot 
answer that question. 

30. You are not aware that the Commissioner 
had any communication with the grand juries ? 
— I am not aware. 

31. The entire expense of the two valuations 
that you know, and of the third that you do not 
know anything about, was borne, I believe, by 
the counties, but the expense of the revision is 
half paid by the Government ? — Yes. 

32. That is the way the law at present stands? 
— Yes. 

33. And if you were to have another valuation 
of Ireland, it would be solely at the expense of 
the counties ? — I cannot answer that question. 

34. It always has been ? — I really do not know. 

35. But whatever revisions you make, the 
Government pay one-half? — Yes. 

36. I think I gather from you that you were 
not in the townland valuation? — No. 

37. You did not join the valuation service 
until after the townland was superseded ? — No. 

38. Then we may say that your personal know- 
ledge is confined to what happened under the 
tenement valuation? — Yes. 

39. Do you know when the townland valua- 
tion of Ireland commenced ? — I do not ; I have 
heard that it commenced about 1826 or 1829. 

40. And do you know when it was concluded? 
— It never was concluded for all Ireland, because 
it was found, on the introduction of the Poor 
Laws into Ireland, that it did not answer the 



purpose, for the Poor Laws require a tenement 
valuation, and the townland valuation embraced 
some 30 or 40, or 50 tenements. 

41. Then the townland valuation was never 
completed? — The townland valuation was com- 
pleted in three provinces, when the Poor Laws 
were introduced. 

42. By whom was the townland valuation 
paid ? — I believe it was paid by the counties. 

43. Can you tell the amount the counties paid ? 
— I believe there is a Parliamentary Return, 
which states the cost to be 160,000/. 

44. I believe Sir Richard Griffith was the 
first Commissioner appointed ? — Yes. 

45. lie was appointed by the Lord Lieutenant, 
I presume ? — I presume so. 

46. The nomination of all the surveyors, clerks, 
&c. was, under the 15 & 16 Viet., placed at the 
discretion of the Commissioner? — Yes. 

47. Was there, in the selection to be made by 
the Commissioner a qualification, or were there 
competitive examinations held? — There were no 
competitive examinations held till 1860. 

48. I believe there was a kind of qualification, 
and that the persons employed were to be con- 
versant with, and professionally employed in, 
surveying and valuing land and houses, or in cases 
of towns in valuing houses only? — Yes. 

49. That was the preliminary qualification ? — 
Yes. 

50. I believe those are the words of the 15 
and 16 Yict. cap. 63 ? — Very nearly so, I think. 

51. Was there any control vested in the Lord 
Lieutenant or in any other quarter over the pro- 
ceedings of the Commissioner and his assistants ? 
— Whatever is in the Act of Parliament, I sup- 
pose, is the only control ; I am not aware of any 
other. 

52. There was an appeal given to the Court of 
Sessions ? — There were two appeals. 

53. Will you state to the Committee the 
nature of the appeals ? — When the primary valua- 
tion of a Poor Law union was printed, there were 
generally 200 or 250 copies printed of every 
tenement in the Poor Law union. These books 
were sent to the workhouses and the police 
barracks within the district ; there were notices 
published showing that these books remained 
there for inspection for 26 days or so, and within 
that period parties aggrieved were required to 
serve notice on the clerk of the union. At the 
expiration of the number of days allowed, these 
notices were transferred to the Valuation Office 
in Dublin, and a valuer who had not been em- 
ployed in making the original valuation, was sent 
down to re-value. If he found any errors, and 
gave good reasons to the Commissioner of valua- 
tion, there was an amended list sent out. Against 
that amended list there was an appeal to the 
quarter sessions, if they chose to prosecute it. 
After that the valuation became fixed for a period 
of 14 years. 

54. This relates entirely to the tenement 
valuation ? — Yes. 

55. The Poor Law unions were not in exis- 
tence at the time of the town land valuation ? — 
As I have said before, not being connected with 
the town land valuation, I can only speak from 
hearsay. 

56. As far as you know, there were no com- 
munications either to the presentment sessions 
or the grand juries by whom the money was to 
be levied; the commujiication was to the Poor 
Law authorities ?— No, to the grand juries. 

57.. What 
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57. What did you send to the grand juries ? 
— The books, the valuations. 

58. You sent copies to the grand juries ?— We 
sent copies to the treasurer and secretary of each 
<rrand jury as soon as they came out 

° 59. These grand juries had no power of appeal, 
I think ; the presentment was quite imperative, 
that whatever is signed by the Chief Secretary 
or Under Secretary, that amount, must be levied 
bv the grand juries ? — That is in the Act of Par- 
liament, I believe. 

60. And if they declined to do it, the judge 
can put it on his own authority?— I suppose so; 
it never came within my experience. 

61. You say that the grand jury had no power 
to object to or alter the valuation ? — No, I believe 
it is imperative. 

62. Had the Treasury any power, when you 
were negotiating with them, to object to any- 
thing you were about to do? — The Treasury 
bad no control over the valuation under the 
15th & 16th Yict. 

63. The Treasury advanced the money? — 
They advanced the money. 

64. In the event of a successful appeal to the 
quarter sessions, I presume if the verdict was 
against the Board the matter was quashed; 
suppose, for instance, that the objection was 
made that the valuation was too high, and the 
quarter sessions found it to be too high, of 
course the Board would reduce the valuation? 
— If the court of quarter sessions, consisting of 
the chairman and magistrates, thought on hearing 
both sides that the valuation was too high, they 
reduced it. 

65. Was there any power of appeal to raise 
the valuation? — Yes, the same. 

66. Were there any appeals for raising the 
valuation ? — There were. 

67. And for diminishing ? — Yes. 

68. Prom the commencement to the comple- 
tion, how long did the tenement valuation take ; 
you say the townland was never completed ? — 
No, because there was no necessity for completing 
it ; the Poor Law was introduced into Ireland, I 
think, in 1838 or 1839, and it required, under 
the Poor Law Act, that every tenement should 
be valued separately, whereas the townland 
valuation was in globo. 

69. How many years were you at the town- 
land valuation that was not completed before you 
gave it up? — I was never connected with the 
townland valuation, and I had rather not speak 
of what I cannot be sure. 

70. I believe in some counties you were 
upwards of 10 years? — I cannot say ; 1 know no 
more than hearsay. 

71. Are you able to tell me what each valua- 
tion cost? — I believe the townland valuation 
cost 160,000 1. 

72. Por three-fourths of Ireland ? — For three- 
fourths of Ireland. 

73. And what was the cost of the tenement 
valuation? — £.325,000, as far as I recollect. 

74. I believe that is the same evidence which 
you gave last year? — Yes. 

75. Can you tell me on what ground the valu- 
ation is assumed to be one-fourth under the 
letting value ? — The valuation was made upon a 
scale of agricultural prices, that is for the pro- 
duce ; ana I think that was collected at the 
time when the tenement valuation was first intro- 
duced. It was based upon the prices during the 
famine years, which were considerably lower 

0.57. 



than they are at present ; they were one-fourth, Mr. 
or more than a fourth under the value of present j_ J3, Greene. 
produce. 

76. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] Do you mean the 22 April 

years immediately succeeding the famine ? — 1 86g. 

Yes. 

77. During the actual famine the prices were 
very high, but during the years succeeding the 
famine they were low ? — Yes ; the price of butter 
in the Act is 69 s. a hundredweight ; it is now 110 s. 

78. Chairman .’j Are you aware that there was 
very considerable complaint as to the grass land 
not being valued sufficiently high in comparison 
with tillage land ? — I do not know about com- 
plaints; we have veiy few complaints, I am 
happy to say. 

79. You do not consider that there is just 
cause for them ? — No, I do uot. 

80. What instructions were given to your 
staff with regard to the tenements valuation ? — 

We have a code of instructions, which were pre- 
pared, and which received the sanction of the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and the Treasury. 

81. Chairman.] I want to know from whom 
they proceeded ; who drew them up ? — Sir 
Richard Griffith. 

82. Under the Act of Parliament the highest 
amount that any person could be paid, except 
the Chief Commissioner, was 1 1. a day? — Yes. 

83. The Chief Commissioner could have 3 1. 3 s. 
a day and his expenses? — Yes. 

84. Can you give us a list of the persons who 
were first appointed as your staff? — I can furnish 
a list of the persons who were in the employ- 
ment when I joined it. 

85. Cannot the office furnish a list of the 
persons originally appointed ? — If you fix a date. 

At first the office fluctuated very much. There 
were two or three men taken on for a week or a 
month, according to the pressure of the work, 
then sent away again, then taken on again, and 
so on. If you will fix a date the return can be 
made out. 

86. You went to work with a complete staff ; 
can you not give us the names of all those per- 
sons ? — That is impossible. 

87. Suppose we fix as a date the appointment 
of Sir Richard Griffith as Commissioner ? — Then 
there will be no difficulty whatever in giving the 
return. 

88. The salaries were limited to 1 1. a day ? — 

They were. 

89. But a great number of persons were em- 
ployed at about 5 s. a day ? — Yes, I believe so. 

90. That would be on entering the service ? — 

Yes, 5 s. a day. 

91. How long were you superintendent of the 
valuation before you became Commissioner ? — I 
was superintendent of valuation under Sir 
Richard Griffith from the 1st of July 1850 to 
the 30th of September 1868. 

92. During that time did Sir Richard Griffith 
attend the office at all? — Yes, almost every day. 

93. Then, that was before he was employed to 
be Commissioner of Public Works? — No. 

94. Then he did not attend the office for seven 
years during the time that he was Commissioner 
of Public Works? — He called every morning 
regularly at the office, and went through the 
work till 12 or half -past 12 o’clock; then he 
went to the Board of Works, and generally came 
back in the afternoon. 

95. Before joining the valuation service, what 
was the nature of your employment? — If you 
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Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




4 



3IINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. wish for a history I shall be happy to give it 
J.B. Greene, you. . . 

96. The question is whether your professional 

-- April occupation and your education had been such as 
to fit you for the office? — I will give you every 
explanation in my power. I served my appren- 
ticeship to the firm of Sberrard, Brassington, & 
Gale, of Dublin, the most eminent surveyors and 
valuers in Ireland. Sir Richard Griffith, at the 
expiration of my apprenticeship, employed me in 
connection with the Boundary Department of the 
Ordnance Survey. I remained at that from the 
year 1S41 to the year 1844. When the Boun- 
dary Survey was completed in 1S44, I came 
over to England, and I joined Mr. Brunei’s 
staff. I became resident engineer on the Berks 
and Hants Extension, the Oxford and Rugby 
Railway, and the Windsor Branch Railway, 
which I laid out and superintended the construc- 
tion of. In 1849 these works were completed. 
I met Sir Richard Griffith, and he asked me to 
go back and join the valuation service, which I 
did. I had had considerable experience as a 
valuator ; I had valued some of the largest es- 
tates in Ireland for selling and for renting. I 
have remained with Sir Richard Griffith ever 
since. 

97. It has been stated that the determination 
of the rental value of agricultural land requires 
more judgment, more practical experience and 
more self-reliance on the part of a valuer than 
any other within the range of the profession of a 
civil engineer ; is it your opinion that that is so ? 
— It requires very great care and skill in making 
an accurate valuation, particularly for letting 
purposes, based upon the qualities of the soil and 
the capabilities of producing crops. 

98. Then you state that your occupation was 
such as to fit you to be a valuer of land ? — Yes, 
I had had great experience. 

99. You felt yourself perfectly competent, from 
your experience and knowledge, as a valuer of 
land ? — Certainly. 

100. Did you give up your entiie time, when 
you joined Sir Richard Griffith, to the duties of 
the valuation ? — 'Almost exclusively. 

101. Some communications that I have here, 
state that you, at that time, acted as a paid 
director of a mining company, and as a Com- 
missioner of Bray Commons ; is that the fact ? — 
I was a Commissioner of Bray Commons ; it was 
an honorary office. I acted with Mr. Orpin in 
an honorary capacity, not as a paid Commissioner 
at all, at the request of Lord Meath and Lord 
Powerscourt; it was in the parish adjoining the 
one in which I resided ; it was for inclosing 
Bray Common. I had no duties, more than oc- 
casionally looking after it, because 1 employed 
the county surveyor to do the duty, and I paid 
him. 

102. Do you know what mine is alluded to? — 
I was a director of a mining company in Wick- 
low, and I continued to act as director until 
1861. 

103. "Was much of your time occupied in that 
way ? — No ; our boards never met until after four 
o’clock. 

104. Could you give the Committee a des- 
cription of the duties of the officers employed in 
the field, and of those employed in the offices ? — 
Yes. {The same was delivered in, vide Appendix.') 

105. During the time that the townland survey 
was going on, it has been represented that there 
was great dissatisfaction in the office; do you know 



anything about that? — No; there was no dis- 
satisfaction more than would be likely to arise in 
any large office where there are a couple of hun- 
dred people, and every man wants to be higher 
than he is. 

106. Did you hear of a portion of that staff 
who were designated by Sir Richard Griffith as 
disaffected ? — I think that in every place where 
such a number of persons were congregated there 
would be some, more or less. 

107. Did you not then alter the system of the 
office by giving them leave to have what they 
called task work, copying work which they sent 
out and got done by their families? — Never. 
Any task work since I joined has been done, to 
the best of my recollection, in the office by per- 
mission of the Treasury. The people went away 
at four o’clock, and when there was an excess of 
work to be got out, they returned and worked 
from six to ten, and were paid extra for it. 

108. The people themselves that were in the 
office ? — Y es. 

109. It is not the fact, then, that you increased 
the expenditure of the office to a thousand a year, 
by this species of task work? — I should not 
wonder. Whatever it was, it was an emergency 
that rendered it necessary. 

110. After this, I believe there was a com- 
munication with the Treasury, and the Treasury 
consented to increase most considerably the pay 
of the staff employed? — In 1860, when the ser- 
vice was placed under the Treasury, they sent 
over a gentleman, Mr. Anderson, who looked at 
the accounts and the state of the affairs, and after- 
wards the present scale of pay was adopted. Of 
course they took into consideration what the 
people were earning by task work, and I suppose 
they gave them some compensation or allowance. 

111. The O' Conor Don.~[ I understand that 
you are not able to give the Committee any 
information with respect to the townland valua- 
tion? — Not from any personal knowledge in 
connection with it. 

112. You did not come into the office until 
1850 ? — No ; about the beginning of 1850. 

113. Can you give us any information with 
respect to the first counties that were valued 
under the tenement valuation ; in fact, can you 
give us information with respect to the entire 
tenement valuation, as I believe there were some 
counties valued before you came into the office, 
or at least the valuation was commenced? — I 
think Dublin was commenced, and Kilkenny, 
from the knowledge that I have acquired. 

114. But your experience in the valuation 
office is of sufficiently long duration to give us all 
the information about the tenement valuation 
with respect to the whole of Ireland ? — I would 
rather that you should confine me to what I 
actually know, from July 1850, otherwise I must 
be telling you what I have heard from other 
people. 

115. Was the tenement valuation of any county 
published before 1850? — I really cannot say 
whether there was or not ; there might have been 
parts of counties published ; I think there was a 
barony in Dublin, from what I have heard, but 
I cannot say of my own knowledge. 

116. Did they publish the tenement valuation 
in baronies ? — La a few cases they did. 

117. And they were used for rating purposes 
in baronies before the county was completed ? — 
They never were, in a single instance. 

118. In what way was the baronial valuation 
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published, and for what purpose ? — There were 
a few baronies published for circulation for the 
people to appeal to, as I have already described. 

119. The appeals, then, were taken upon par- 
ticular baronies in a county, before the county 
was concluded; am I to understand that?— I 
imagine so. 

120. You do not know? — I would rather not 
say that I know or do not know. 

121. Since you came to the office in 1850, has 
there been any barony published before the 
county, and have the appeals upon that barony 
been inquired into before the county was com- 
pleted ? — They have. 

122. Has that been the practice? — That was 
the practice for a very short time, until we pub- 
lished in unions; the 164 unions in Ireland were 
published as in Blue Book. 

123. Those unions, in many cases, comprise 
different counties ? — They comprise parts of 
different counties. 

124. When was that system of publishing in 
unions commenced? — I think about 1853. 

125. You could not tell exactly what counties 
were published before that ?• — No. 

126. At all events, I suppose, we may take 
this as your evidence, that there was no county 
fully published before you came to the valua- 
tions, but there may have been baronies of par- 
ticular counties? — Yes. 

127. You have stated that all Ireland has 
been valued under the townland valuation, except 
the province of Munster? — And the county of 
Dublin, I think. 

128. I think there were six counties in Ireland 
that were not valued under the townland valua- 
tions ? — I think so. 

129. Were those the first counties that were 
valued under the tenement valuation ? — I think 
Dublin must have been ; it was commenced some 
time before 1 joined. Dublin, I think, was the 
first. 

130. You joined the Valuation Office before 
the 15 & 16 Victoria was passed? — I did. 

131. Before you joined the Valuation Office, 
were there any counties valued of which the 
townland valuation had been previously made ? 
— I am not sure about Kilkenny ; I think Kil- 
kenny was, or some portion of it. 

132. Some portion of Kilkenny was valued 
before you came to the Valuation Office ? — I 
think so. 

133. And Kilkenny was valued under the 
townland valuation ? — Yes. 

134. Do you believe that the present valua- 
tion of Ireland is uniform?— I think that the 
north of Ireland is higher than the south and the 
west. 

135. With the exception of that, to which I 
will allude hereafter, you think that the whole is 
on a uniform scale ? — There may be a difference, 
accounted for in this way. The Act of Parlia- 
ment, I think, was defective in requiring, at the 
time the valuation was made, all taxes to be 
deducted, so that if we went into one county in 
a particular year when the poor rates were 
3s. 4 d. in the pound, we had to deduct 3 s. Ad., 
and if we went into another county where the 
poor rates were Is. 8 d. in the pound, we had to 
deduct the 1 s. 8 d., and if the poor rates came to 
be uniformly Is. 8 d., there would be that differ- 
ence between the two counties. 

136. How do you arrive at that rate, since 
0.57. 



there is no county poor rate ? — There is union 
rating. 

137. But the rates in different unions in the 
same county vary immensely? — Yes. 

138. If the valuation was to depend upon the 
actual existing rate, as you say, in the county, 
what was the rate in the county ? Y r ou say that 
the valuation varied greatly on account of the 
difference of rating in the different counties ? — 
Yes, in the west particularly. 

139. And you state that, in one county, a 
rate might be 3 s. Ad., and in another only 1 s. 8 d., 
and that that being the case, there would be a 
difference between the relative value in the two 
counties? — There might. 

140. But is there any such thing as a county 
poor rate? — No; but we endeavour to ascertain 
an average at the time of the rate throughout the 
entire district. The valuation of a whole county 
was issued at once. 

141. I thought you said it was issued in 
baronies ? — I think before I joined there were 
some portions of it, and they were gone over 
again. Those portions that were published in 
baronies before I joined were gone over again, 
the county of Dublin, for instance. It was pub- 
lished under a different Act ; originally it was 
under the 9 & 10 Viet. ; then it was reduced and 
altered to the scale contained in the 15 & 16 
Viet. 

142. You say the counties were first valued 
under the 9 & 10 Viet., and were afterwards 
altered and reduced? — Yes. 

143. After they were published ? — They were 
re-published, I believe, and there was a new 
appeal. 

144. Were they only altered on appeal? — 
They were gone over, and re-examined, and 
brought to the scale of the 15 & 16 Viet. 

145. You alluded to a code of instructions 
that had been issued for the carrying out of this 
townland valuation ; when was that code of in- 
structions issued ? — I think it was issued after 
the passing of the 15 & 16 Viet. 

146. Were there no counties published before 
the issuing of that book of instructions ? — No, 
not one; they were published, but not issued. 
Some portions were published. I can give you 
the dates of the issue of every county. 

147. Will you give me the date for the county 
of Carlow ? — Carlow was issued to the treasurer 
of the county on the 28th June 1853. 

148. And the instruction book is dated August 
1853?— Yes. 

149. So that the couuty of Carlow was issued 
before that instruction book came into force ? — 
Because that was merely the publication of 
it. We had instructions circulated in sections 
amongst different classes of people. After the 
passing of the Act of 1852 the first thing we did 
was to prepare these instructions. 

150. Was not a large portion of the county of 
Carlow valued before. It it was published for 
rating purposes in June 1853, was it not really 
valued before 1852 ? — The entire of Carlow is 
published in one book ; being a small county 
we issued it at once in one book, not in sections. 

151. What is the date of the county of Dub- 
lin? — Dublin was published on the 5 th Mav 
1853. 

152. And the county of Kerry? — The 19th 
July 1853. 

153. All these counties were issued before the 
date of that book ? — Yes. 

A3 154. The 
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Mr. 154. The county of Kerry took a long time to 

J. B-Gieetie. value ? — It must have taken a long time. 

. 155. Have you any idea when the valuation 

32 April {lie county of Kerry commenced ? — I could 
not tell you just now. 

156. t)o you believe that there was none of 
that county valued before 1852 ? — I think there 
must have been. 

157. Whatever was done before 1852, at least, 
was done irrespective of those instructions ? — No, 
I am certain that it was not done irrespective of 
the instructions, for Sir Richard Griffith had 
general instructions and written directions. W e 
only modified those instructions, put them in a 
book at that time, and arranged the scale of 
prices to adapt it to the Act of 1853 ; we were 
always acting under instructions. 

158. I suppose those instructions are in the 
office ? — I suppose so. 

159. "Will you endeavour to furnish them to the 
Committee ? —Yes. 

160. Do you mean to tell the Committee that 
these valuations were carried out strictly in ac- 
cordance with those instructions? — Yes. 

161. Those instructions are of a most minute 
character, and require, to carry them out pro- 
perly, a great deal of scientific knowledge? — 
Yes, I think they do. 

162. It is your evidence that the valuators 
valued the land according to the system laid down 
in those books? — Yes ; and the instructions that 
were given from time to time by Sir Richard 
Griffith, who visited the valuators, and went 
amongst them. 

163. I am speaking of the tenement valuation ; 
did Sir Richard Griffith go round amongst the 
tenement valuators, and give them instructions 
himself ? — I am sure he did. 

164. You only speak from what you believe? 
— I know it. 

165. At all events these instructions are of a 
very scientific character, and require the men 
who carried on the valuation to have a consider- 
able amount of geological and scientific know- 
ledge ? — Yes, general knowledge of the subject. 

166. Had the tenement valuation any connec- 
tion whatever with the townland valuation ? — I 
compared the two in some places where the town 
land valuation was made some years ago, and I 
should say that it was of very little use. 

167. Was there any use made of the townland 
valuation in any place ? — I am sure that the 
valuators made every use of it that they could as 
a check. They examined the previous valuation. 

168. It was merely as a check upon the tene- 
ment valuation. They did not take it as a basis 
upon which they could proceed. The tenement 
valuation was altogether a new valuation ? — After 
I joined it was a new valuation. We aplotted 
over the tenements that we valued the town land 
valuation which acted as a check, until we saw 
how they corresponded. Where there were any 
great discrepancies we had them checked and re- 
checked, and valued again. 

169. In the south and west of Ireland, I be- 
lieve the tenement valuation is much lower than 
the townland? — I do not know, it may be in the 
soft, very bad soils. I should say it was lower. 

170. You are not aware of the fact, you can- 
not give evidence on the subject ? —Not unless 
you ask me to look into a particular place ; then 
I can tell you. 

171. I am taking the counties, not any parti- 
cular farm, but the whole of the western and 



southern counties ; are they not lower under the 
tenement than under the town land valuation? — 
I should say not. They may be in some places. 

172. You think on the whole that they are 
not? — Yes, on the whole. 

173. I suppose you know that the townland 
valuation was originally made merely for grand 
jury purposes, and not for the collection of poor 
rates ? — I think I stated that that was the cause 
of the tenement valuation being introduced. 

174. You are aware that in 1844 a Committee 
was appointed to inquire into the townland 
valuation ?— I believe so. 

175. The object of that Committee was to in- 
quire into how that townland valuation might be 
utilised for the aplotment of poor rates, the 
poor laws having been introduced. You have 
told us that the cost of that tenement valuation 
was 325,000 1. Can you tell us about how much 
it was an acre ? — I think I stated that minutely 
in the evidence I gave before the Committee last 
year. I believe it was 5f d. or 6 d. 

176. "Was there not great difference in the 
cost per acre between one county and another? 
— Yes, I am sure there must have been. 

177. Were the counties in which the town 
land valuation had never been made very much 
higher than the counties in which the town land 
valuation existed? — Unless I looked at the docu- 
ments I could not answer the question at this 
moment. 

178. If you take it from me that they were, 
would not that show that the town land valuation 
was of great use in making the tenement valua- 
tion, and in saving expense ? — It might not be 
of the slightest use. The additional cost of some 
counties was owing to the famine period, and the 
emigration, when there were enormous changes 
of holdings. I know in 1852, after our perambu- 
lation, we found that the whole face of the 
county was changed, and we had to commence 
the whole thing again. That was the principal 
cause of any increased expenditure in one county 
over another. 

179. Are you aware that in 1844 Sir Richard 
Griffith stated to the Committee that the expense 
of the tenement valuation would only be a half- 
penny per acre ? — I am not aware of that. 

180. Would you be surprised if that were the 
case ? — I am sure it would be very difficult to 
estimate it. One reason would be this : Sir 
Richard Griffith may have calculated in 1844 
upon having an accurate Ordnance survey to 
base his work on. The Ordnance survey of Louth 
was only a skeleton survey, showing the town- 
lands and roads, and our surveyors had to survey 
every field and every fence that formed the boun- 
dary of a tenement. 

181. Can you tell us what was the difference 
in principle between the Act for the tenement 
valuation and the Townland Valuation Act?-— 
As well as I can form an opinion I think their 
principle is nearly the same, except that there 
was an alteration in the agricultural prices ; I 
never went over the Act of 1826. 

182. You can tell us the principle of the Act 
of the 15 and 16 Viet. ? — The principle of it was 
the rent that the premises would fetch, based on 
a scale of agricultural prices, less rates, taxes, 
repairs, and insurance. 

183. You believe that by “less rates and 
taxes ” was meant the actual taxes existing at 
that moment ? — Yes ; but we endeavoured to 
meet that difficulty by striking an average of the 

taxes, 
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taxes, and I am told that in the county of 
Tipperary there were 5,000 appeals lodged, 
principally upon that point. However, we suc- 
ceeded, after enormous expense in sending 
valuers down there, in carrying our valuation, 
with the exception of a few cases. 

LS4. You did not lower the valuation to meet 
those appeals ? — No, we sustained our valuation 
generally ; there were some cases in which we 
reduced it. 

185. You told us last Session that you believed 
there was a present want of uniformity between 
the valuation of the northern and southern and 
western counties, and that in consequence of 
that you believed a new valuation of the southern 
and western counties was requisite ? — I think it 
would be desirable, certainly. 

186. They were all valued upon the same 
principle ?— They were valued under the same 
Act. 

187. Was there any difference in the way in 
which that Act was carried out? — No, because 
the rates and taxes, and the flax crop in the 
north of Ireland enabled us to value it higher, 
and we did. 

188. They were both valued upon exactly the 
same principle, the rates and taxes being de- 
ducted equally in both? — No; Ulster was only 
completed in 1864. 

189. I am aware of that, but you state to us 
that the principle of the valuation was the same ; 
that in both the rates and taxes had to be taken 
into consideration, but the rates and taxes in the 
southern and western counties being higher than 
in the northern counties, the valuation is rela- 
tively lower in the southern counties than in the 
northern ? — Yes. 

190. And you attribute this want of uniformity 
simply to this difference in the rates and taxes? 
— I think that is certainly' an important element. 

191. What is the other element, if they are 
both valued under the same Act, and on the same 
principle ? — The period at which the valuation of 
the southern and western counties was made was 
when the country was in a state of great depres- 
sion, and the cultivation neglected ; and the rents 
from the period subsequent to the famine fell so 
much that we really could not hold up our valua- 
tion on the scale that we now do. 

192. The Act laid it down, as I understand, 
that the prices of agricultural produce were to be 
taken at certain fixed rates. Whether those 
rates were low or not, as far as the valuation was 
concerned, was a matter of indifference. The 
Act laid it down, that the valuation of the land 
should be calculated upon agricultural produce ? 
— Yes. 

193. That scale was extended to the northern 
counties, as well as to the southern ? — It was. 

194. And if meanwhile the value of agricul- 
tural produce had increased, still the valuation 
ought to be upon the same scale, and ought to be 
equally low ? — Except that the state of the cul- 
tivation in the west of Ireland was very inferior 
to the state of the cultivation in the north. 
Locality would be another element. For instance, 
if you take land in Westmeath on one side of 
the Shannon, and the same quality on the other 
side of the Shannon, the valuation is different. 
Although the scale of prices is the same, the land 
will not fetch the same rent. 

1 95. Your valuation was based upon what the 
land would produce, and what that produce 
would sell for at the scale in the Act? — Yes. 

0.57. 



196. And, of course, the system of cultivation 
carried on would be an important element in that J 
calculation ? — It would. 

197. Does not that exist now? — No. I think 
there has been a great improvement in the south 
and west in the state of cultivation and in pro- 
duce, and there is a quantity of land now in 
grass that was not then. After the potato 
famine, things were in such a depression that it 
was really difficult to value at all. 

198. l r ou think it is to the improvement in 
cultivation that you would attribute the necessity 
for a new valuation ? — There has been a great 
improvement in cultivation. 

199. If the difference were merely' one arising 
out of the rates and taxes, would no new 
valuation be necessary ? — There would, because 
we should have to take into consideration the im- 
provements that have been made in the last 15 
or 16, or 20 years. 

200. My question did not refer to the im- 
provements made in the last 17 or 18 years; last 
year you told us that a new valuation was neces- 
sary on account of the difference between the 
rates and taxes in the southern and northern 
counties ; now I want to know upon what ground 
a new valuation would be necessary on account 
of that difference ? — Because I think the taxation 
was certainly considerably less. A tenant would 
give a great deal more for land now than he 
would then. 

201. Could you not find out that difference at 
once by reference to the taxes of the time, de- 
ducting or adding according to the circumstances 
of the case ? — Of course. 

202. Therefore there would be no necessity for 
a new valuation ? — I should not like to pick out 
what each man paid, and stick it on and publish 
it again. I do not think that would be fair. 

203. Was that the method you adopted in 
making the original reductions on account of 
taxes; did you go to each man’s holding and con- 
sider what taxation each man paid?— Not each 
individual ; we took the district. 

204. I thought you told us at the commence- 
ment that your principle was to take an average 
of the taxes of every county ? — We did. 

205. Then you did not take the taxes of each 
individual ? — It was not necessary to take each 
individual, but to take the general run of rates 
in the district that was being valued. If there 
was 2 5. or Is. 8c?., or Is. 9c?., we struck an 
average for the whole county. 

206. Then that average can be easily found 
out ? — Of course. 

207. Then there would be no necessity for 
going into this minute examination of what each 
individual paid at. that time ? — Not each indivi- 
dual, but the general district. 

208. What do you mean by the district? — I 
will take a whole Poor Law union or county ; 

I ascertained the average. If we deduct 4 s. 6d. 
we could find that out. I do not think it would 
be safe to add 4 s. 6 d. in the pound, or the half 
of that, and then publish a new valuation. I. do 
not think it would be safe. 

209. Why not?— I would rather re-examine 
the land and value it in its present state. 

210. I want to get the reason for your prefer- 
ence ? — I do not think it would be a safe way. 

211. You think there are some other reasons 
why the values are so very different; at all 
events, you do not think that there is now, 
a uniformity of valuation, from whatever 

A 4 cause 



Mr 

. B. Greens. 

22 April 
1869. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. cause it arises? — I think as a rateable valua- 
J. U. Greene, tion it is marvellously uniform, taking into 
— — . account the enormous difficulties that -were en- 

- - "P nl countered in constructing such a work, and I 
iMif). think there will be plenty of evidence given to 
this Committee on the subject from people 
throughout different parts of Ireland. 

212. Coining to another subject, the annual 
revision of valuation, when did that commence ? 
— It commenced the year after the tenement 
valuation was first issued. Take, for instance, 
Carlow, that was issued on the 28th June 1853 ; 
the rates were struck for 12 months or so, and 
the following year wc commenced to correct 
it. 

213. How was the cost of the annual revision 
first paid ? — The cost of it was paid by present- 
ment, the same as the primary valuation. 

214. The total amount of the cost was paid by- 
presentment ? — Yes. 

215. At what date did the Government or the 
Treasury undertake the payment of half of that 
amount? — In 1860. 

216. Before 1860 were there any Bills brought 
into Parliament for the purpose of making the 
Treasury contribute either to this annual revision 
or the applotment of it? — I am unable to answer 
that question from memory. 

217. You cannot say whether there was any 
Government Bill brought in?— 3So; I cannot 
recollect. 

218. You therefore cannot tell me anything 
about a Bill that was introduced in 1858 by- 
Lord Naas, then Chief Secretary- ? — No, I can- 
not. 

219. This annual revision, I see by the last 
returns, now costs about 25,000 ?. a year? — Very 
nearly- ; it is 24,500 /. 

220. Would you explain to us exactly what 
this annual revision consists in ; does it consist 
in recording the changes of the names of occu- 
piers ? — Yes. 

221. And the changes of the names of the 
lessors ? — Yes. 

222. And the changes consequent upon the 
consolidation or division of farms? — Yes. 

223. Those are the chief points in which it 
consists? — Yes. 

224. I am speaking merely- of land? — Yes. 

225. In this annual revision there is no change 
whatever of the original value ; it is in the mere 
division of it ; there is no revision of the valua- 
tion in the strict sense of the word? — The Act 
says that the valuation of the town land, as 
finally settled after the appeals to the quarter 
sessions, shall remain unaltered for 14 years. 
Take the town land valued at 300?.; but the 
interior of that, if there are 20 or 30 farms, may 
be completely and totally changed. 

226. The division of that 300?. amongst the 
occupiers in the town land may be altered ? — 
Completely altered. 

227. Still the whole value must remain the 
same ? — The total value of 300?. must remain the 
same. 

228. Last year I understood you to have a 
very strong objection to anything like a local 
revision or a local recording of these annual 
changes? — Yes; and I still entertain the same 
objection. 

229. You send down annually to each union 
a gentleman from the Valuation Office to conduct 
this annual revision ? — Yes. 

230. And you explained to us last year that this 



revisor, when he went down to the union, merely 
marked upon the map the divisions that had taken 
place, and that the calculations upon these divi- 
sions, both as to area and to value, were done in 
the office in Dublin ? — They were checked in the 
office ; some of the revisors wc did not permit to 
give an opinion at all on the subject, not even 
on the question of value. The valuation is fixed 
for 14 years ; we have the qualities of the soil 
within the town land divided ; if there is a farm 
cut through, and we ascertain a portion of it to 
be of the value of 5 s., wc calculate the number 
of acres at 5 s. ; and if there is a certain portion 
of a quality worth 15 s., wc calculate that also. 
We make up the real value from the books in 
the office ; if the revisor is one of our skilful 
valuers, and if there is no very great difference 
in the quality of the soil, and it we have confi- 
dence in his work, we allow him to do it there ; 
but it is afterwards checked in the office by 
refercnce to the books. 

231. You told us last year that you never 
allowed it to be done in the country ? — The in- 
structions are to send for an outline tracing of 
where the town land is subdivided ; he is either 
to apply for the original document, or to send for 
a tracing, and we have it sent. 

232. The instructions are to send it to the 
office? — Yes. 

333. Those arc the general instructions ? — Yes. 

234. Are there particular instructions, some to 
one, and some to another? — No; if there is a 
man in whose work we have confidence, we place 
confidence in him. 

235. But you issue general instructions, I 
understand, to the valuators, to act in the manner 
you have mentioned, merely to mark on the maps 
the division that has taken place? — We will have 
here the gentlemen that do the work, and it 
would be better to examine them, as they will be 
able to give more clear information on the sub- 
ject than I can. 

236. Last year you based the whole extra ex- 
pense of the annual revision upon the fact, that 
this work was done not in the county, but iu the 
office? — Not the extra expense; I said the ac- 
curacy of it, as far as I recollect. 

237 . You stated last year in answer to Question 
No. 7341, that the expenditure for the annual 
revision in the county of Roscommon for the year 
1S66 was nearly 700?. I asked you some ques- 
tions upon the amounts that made up that 700 ?., 
and it appeared that the expenditure on all the 
work done in the country, and the various copies 
that had to be furnished to the unions and trea- 
surers only came to 288?., less than half the total 
cost, and that the rest of the cost was occasioned 
by the work done in the office? — Yes. 

238. Therefore, as I say, you based the great 
portion of the expenditure for this annual revision 
upon the office work ? — Certainly not ; because 
that is only a very small portion of it, that 
aplotment ; the gentleman who does the work is 
here, and will be able to go minutely into it. 

239. In Question 7300 I asked you in what 
consists the supervision, and your answer was, 
“ The field-men are allowed to remain as short a 
time as possible in the field ; they are urged to 
get over the work in order to save expense ; they 
are allowed a certain amount of expenses, and 
their travelling charges ; all that they do is to 
mark out every change on the map, and to send 
them up to Dublin, and we compute and make all 
the necessary calculations.” I also asked you 

whether 
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whether the man that was on the spot would not 
know the real value of the land much better than 
a man in the office, and you said, “ He is not per- 
mitted to value it ; you would destroy the uni- 
formity of the system if he were allowed to do 
so”? — You might raise one farm, and reduce the 
other, instead of having an equality. 

240. In answer to Question 7408, you say that 
if the revisors were allowed to do this work in. 
the country you are sure that the valuation 
which cost 325,000 1., would not in three years 
be worth lid .? — They would exercise their 
judgment, and would not adhere to the valuation 
for a period of years. Thirty or 40 revisors 
going about the country would exercise their 
own judgment, and they would exercise it differ- 
ently, and the uniformity of valuation would be 
destroyed. 

241. I am not alluding to the reasons why the 
valuation would be destroyed by this local work 
on the part of the men sent down, I want merely 
to know the fact ; is it the fact or is it not, that 
this work is done in the country or in the office, 
because last year you showed us the great evils 
that would arise if it were permitted to be done 
in the country, and you stated as distinctly as a 
man could state, that it never was done in the 
country, and that you considered that if it were 
done in the country, even by your own revisors, 
the valuation would not be worth 1 £ d. ; is it or 
is it not the fact that it is done in the country ? 
— It is done in the office as a general practice ; 
there may be some cases where there is an urgent 
necessity for the board of guardians to get the 
revision in order to strike a rate. If we are sa- 
tisfied with the revisor that he has nothing to 
report of a district that he has revised, that the 
qualities of the soil do not vary much, we tell 
him, “ You may send up your own books, and we 
will have them checkecf by aplotment.” 

242. You qualify the evidence that you gave 
last year by stating that it is the general rule to 
have the work done in the office, but that occa- 
sionally where there is a pressure of business 
where the clerks at the unions want the books 
immediately, you allow your revisors to do the 
work in the country? — Yes, if we have confi- 
dence in the revisor and in his judgment. 

243. Is it upon a special application made 
from the clerks of the unions that you allow this 
to be done in the union ? — If the clerk of the 
union informs the revisor that he is very an- 
xious to have his rate books prepared in haste, 
he says, “ Give me the books, ana I will be pro- 
ceeding with the rate book while the thing is 
being checked in Dublin,” and we allow it, and 
then send down any corrections that we find 
necessary. 

244. The revisor, I presume, never under- 
takes this business of aplotting the valuation in 
the country without making a special application 
to the office ? — No ; and not only so, but the 
final abstract is never signed by the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation until the assistant superin- 
tendent goes over the work, makes a thorough 
examination, and reports that it is correct. 

_ 245. According to your evidence now, the re- 
visor is sometimes permitted to do this work in 
the country, which, as a general rule, he is not 
permitted to do ; what I am asking is whether 
in such cases the revisor is not bound to make a 
special application to the office to be allowed to 
do it in the country ? — He generally does so. 

246. But if your rule be according to what 
0.57. 



you stated last year, that he is not permitted to 
do it in the country, if you qualify that evidence 
now by stating that there are certain occasions 
when the guardians inquire the books in a hurry, 
on which he is permitted to do it, do you uot 
require from the revisor in the first instance that 
he should communicate with the office and get 
permission ? — I do uot know of any instance 
where he does not do that. 

247. You do not know of any instance where 
he omits to make a special application before- 
hand ; unless he makes that application before- 
hand, all the work that he does is merely to mark 
on a map the lines and the calculations are made 
in the office ? — Yes. 

248. I suppose that although the re visor does 
not calculate all the changes that have taken 
place in the area, and the value of the tenements, 
he does make the alteration in the country as to 
changes of names and occupancy ? — He does. 

249. That at least is done in the country ; 
you do uot require that to be sent to the office ? 
— Yes ; he does it in his field book ; that must 
be sent to the office too. 

250. It is all sent to the office before it reaches 
the clerk of the union ? — Yes ; I think I ex- 
plained before, that in order to economize we 
endeavour to correct the union book as long as 
we can. He carries out all the changes of 
names, but if there is anything that he is not 
satisfied with he reports the circumstance to the 
office, and gets instructions. He must give a 
reason why he desires to do a thing ; then he is 
told to do it or to omit it. 

251. The only real work consequent on this 
annual revision is where alterations have taken 
place in consequence of the division of the 
farms ? — As far as regards the land. 

252. Where there is a mere consolidation of 
farms the work is no more than a mere change of 
name ? — There is very rarely such a thing as a 
consolidation of farms, that is, two farms put to- 
gether. It is a thing of very rare occurrence. 
A field may be taken from one and added to 
another, but it is a rare thing to put two tene- 
ments together. If that is done, we have only to 
add the two values together. 

253. But the work of this annual revision be- 
yond the mere writing work, putting down one 
name instead of another, only comes into ope- 
ration where there has been a division of a tene- 
ment? — Yes. 

254. I wish to ask you what you meant last 
year by telling us that if this revision were done 
in the country the previous valuation would be 
thrown away, in fact would not be worth lid.? 
— I was alluding to a suggestion that was thrown 
out for the appointment of local men to revise. 

255. I will read you the question and answer; 

I said, " I am not speaking of parties generally, 
but of the individual revisor whom you send 
down to do the work;” and your answer was, 

“ I do not think they could ao the work under 
the system as at present adopted, because I would 
not allow them to make calculations. They would 
slur over it, and do it as rapidly as possible, and 
in three years the valuation, which has cost 
325,000?. would not be worth 1J d .”? — I was 
bearing the question of local revisors to a certain 
extent in my mind. We send out men to revise 
that are only land surveyors, and we do not allow 
them in any case to give an opinion upon the 
subdividing of the holdings. They must send up 
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am’: Lave that aplotment made from the original 
field notes. 

256. I want to know what you meant by 
telling us that if ihis revision were done in the 
country , the whole valuation would not be worth 
1 h d . ? — Because these men would exercise their 
own judgment. 

257. Suppose they did. and exercised it 
wrongly, and the division of the tenements was 
wrongly a] .lotted, do you still believe the valu- 
ation would he only worth lid.?- 1 do. It 
would lie very unfair, I am sure. If they charged 
one tenant • •n a value of 30 /., and we only charged 
him on 20/., arc charged the man next door on 
10/., I think i. would be wrong. 

258. Wrong in that particular instance, but 
do you think the whole valuation should be thrown 
out in consequence 01 that particular case ? — In 
a series of years; because we know that in all 
Ireland every holding undergoes a change in a 
series of years. If you take a number of altera- 
tions every year in Ireland, and multiply that 
by the number of holdings, you will find that in 
four or five years the whole of Ireland under- 
goes a change. I think about 1 90,000 alterations 
were made last year. 

259. Those changes of names, and all changes 
except the division of farms, are done at present 
by this man ? — The names are. 

260. What is not done by him ; you say the 
only thing is the aplotment of land? — The 
aplotment of land. 

26 1 • When you speak of these 1 90,000 altera- 
tions, they are all done at present in the country, 
with the exception of those necessitated by "a 
division of tenements? — Yes. 

262. Therefore these could have nothing to do 
with this change, which you say would render 
the valuation worthless? — I may have given too 
short a period wheu I said three years ; it would 
spread it over a greater number of years. 

263. Do not some tenements often undergo 
changes two or three times in the same number 
of years? — Yes. 

264. Going back to the question of the worth- 
lessness of the valuation if the revision took 
place in the country, would you still have the 
townland valuation perfect. That would not be 
touched ? — The 300 l. fixed cannot be altered for 
14 years. 

265. Do you consider that valuation worth- 
less ? — I did not say so ; I believe I said that the 
internal subdivisions might be. 

266. You said that the whole valuation, which 
cost 325,000 /., including this townland portion, 
would not be worth 1 £ d. ? — If these changes 
continue to go on, and there is an unfair aplot- 
ment of the interior of the town lands, then it 
would be worthless. 

267. You think it would be worthless to have 
a perfect valuation of the town land itself? — 
What would be the worth of having the 300/. 
right, if you had 20 or 30 tenements composing 
it wrong. 

268. Would it not assist you in making a new 
valuation to have the town land correct? — Yes. 

269. You have the original documents from 
which to make the aplotments? — Yes. 

270. Then you could calculate correctly at 
any time the alterations made as soon as you got 
the lines from the country ? — Yg6. 

271. All these advantages would remain, even 
although the tenement revision were done in the 
country, and done, as I have supposed, in the 



most incorrect form ? — We should still know that 
the gross valuation of the town land was correct. 

272. Would you still have the same oppor- 
tunities that you now have of making the tene- 
ment valuation perfectly correct? — That is, the 
internal revision ; if it were sent to us by the 
local revisor, we could check his work over again 
and see whether he did it wrong or right. 

273. All that would remain to you? — Yes. 

274. You consider all that not worth I .Jr/.? — 
Perhaps I was a little too hasty when I said that 
it would not be worth l' 2 d. 

275. You are at present the Commissioner of 
Valuation ? — Yes. 

276. What is your salary ? — £. 900 a year. 

277. Was that the salary that Sir .Richard 
Griffith was getting before you? — No; I think 
he was only getting 500/. a year. 

278. How is it that your salary is 900/. a year, 
when his was only 500 /. a year ? — I think if you 
were to ask Sir Richard Griffith to explain that 
himself it would be better. The Act of Parlia- 
ment allows a considerably higher salary, and I 
think they ought to give me that amount. It is 
1,100/. a year. 

279. Mr. Hunt.’] Is your salary fixed, or does 
it rise? — It is a fixed sum. 

280. The O' Conor Dou.\ Your salary, before 
you were appointed Commissioner, was 400/. 
a year? — £.450. 

281. Now, as Commissioner, you enjoy a 
double salary ; as superintendent, and as Com- 
missioner ? — I do not know whether it is called 
a double salary or not. There is no superin- 
tendent now. 

282. Before the change that took place last 
autumn, the salaries of the superintendent and 
the Commissioner amounted to the sum that you 
individually now have ? — I think the}’ came to 
950/. 

283. Then there has been a reduction of 50/. 
in the transaction ? — Yes. 

284. You have, amongst your officers, a solici- 
tor ?— Yes. 

285. He is paid by salary? — Yes. 

286. Was he always paid by salary ? — Not 
always. 

287. Wheu was the change made? How was 
he paid before ? — By furnishing his bill of costs. 

288. That was during the progress of the 
valuation? — During the progress of the valua- 
tion and revision. 

289. Have you many appeals now before you ? 
— No, not many appeals now. 

290. What are the duties of the solicitor? — 
There are a great number of mueli heavier things 
than appeals ; there are a great number of law 

oinfcs with regard to rating and exemption. We 
ave, for instance, a very heavy case of the 
Belfast Harbour Commissioners; in that case 
we valued the other day at 20,000/. a year; 
they appealed against the valuation, and that 
must be gone through. 

291. But apart from appeals, what other cases 
has he to dispose of? — He has appeals on the 
annual revision. 

292. But I am asking with regard to something 
that is not an appeal ? — I do not understand you. 

293. You say that the solicitor has work to do 
irrespective of appeals? — No, he has nothing to 
do, but with regard to appeals and cases to be 
submitted to counsel on points of law. 

294. Upon these appeals? — On a variety of 
questions. 

295. What 
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295. What are these questions ? — The solicitor 
is here, you had better examine him, perhaps. 

296. At all events, he was previously paid by 
fees ; and now, when as you say there are very 
few appeals, you have made him an officer of the 
department? — You can have the whole corre- 
spondence with the Lord Lieutenant at the time 
we went into the subject. It was a matter of 
considerable economy ; the salary is only 300 7. 
a year ; the amount of his costs would have been 
thousands. 

297. Have you been able to get the returns 
asked for by the Committee when they last met ? 
— I have not brought the return of the town land 
valuation that was asked for, because we could 
not make it out ; we were unable to make it out 
from the dates that were required. We were 
asked for the dates at which each person went 
into the field, commencing in 1826 or 1829, and 
we could not trace them out. 

298. You could trace out the cost of the town 
land valuation conducted in the baronies? — No ; 
the accounts were kept in counties: we could 
give the cost of any county. In our returns the 
cost of every county is given. 

299. You have no means of ascertaining the 
return as to the baronies? — None at all. 

300. With regard to the townland valuation? 
— No. 

30 i. There were no accounts kept of the actual 
cost of each individual barony ? — Not at all ; it 
was only for each county. 

302. Was the valuation strictly a baronial 
one : did the valuator go and value one bai'ony 
first, and then another, or was it simply a county 
valuation ?■ — To answer that I should be refer- 
ring to hearsay. 

303. With respect to the annual revision, j'ou 
mentioned last year that the expense of the 
annual revision of each county is calculated 
separately? — It is in the return that I fur- 
nished. 

304. There are three tenement lists, are there 
not: one for the treasurers, one for the Poor 
Law guardians, and one for the office? — Yes; 
and for each town under local acts. 

305. How often are these made out ; we will 
begin with the office copy ; how often is that 
made ? — The office copy, in some districts, will 
last for three or four years ; in other districts it 
will not last so long. With regard to all those 
details, I should be glad if you would examine the 
gentlemen in charge of the documents. 

306. I thought that you, as the bead of the 
department, would know bow often tlie copies 
were made? — I should say every three or four 
years. 

307. I think you said last year that they were 
made every year ?— -There is an office copy always 
made in anticipation, on which corrections are 
carried out. 

308. What do you mean by an office copy 
made in anticipation ; do you mean a new copy 
made each year for the office? — We ascertained 
that in three or four, or five years, all docu- 
ments require to he renewed ; then we do a pro- 
portion of each division every year. Suppose 
there are five counties in each man’s district, he 
endeavours to get a whole county complete, so 
that he would not have five lists to do in one 
year. 

_ 309. You told us last year in answer to Ques- 
tion 7358, that there were two copies made, one 
for the county treasurer, and another for the 
0.57. 



office every year ; and, speaking of the county of 
Roscommon, you said, they cost 607. each, or 
1207. for the two ? — There is a new copy made 
every year for the treasurer of tlie county. 

310. That, you told us, cost 607., and you told 
us also that there was another copy for the office- 
made every year, which also cost 607.? — Yes. 

311. Is "that the fact ? — I think it is. 

312. You think there is a special office copy 
made every year ? — Yes. 

313. Your evidence varies considerably from 
that of last year ; that is why I press you upon 
the point? — I should much prefer you to ascer- 
tain the details from the gentlemen who does the 
work ; I am not quite sure about them. 

314. Although you are the head of the Valua- 
tion Office, you cannot tell us what is the rule 
with respect to tlie making of these copies ?— I 
cannot, with the degree of accuracy you seem t< 
require ; whether the whole is copied or not I 
cannot say. 

315. I do not require anything more than an 
answer to the question which you answered last- 
year : you told us then, without any hesitation, 
that there were two copies made of this valua- 
tion ; this was an item in the expenditure for the 
eouuty of Roscommon, and you set that down as 
120 7., 60 7. for one copy, and 60 7. for the other, 
as the annual charge? — Yes. 

316. Now, you are not able to tell whether that 
is correct or not ? — I will state then, that there 
are two copies made every year. 

317. One for the treasurer every year? — 
Yes. 

318. And one for the office? — One for the 
office, or one to amend for the treasurer of the 
following year, and there is a third copy, which 
is the clerk of the union’s copy ; it is made every 
fourth or fifth year, in addition to the corrections 
made in it annually. 

319. I do not know what you mean by a copy 
prepared for tlie treasurer next year ? — We could 
not in one year copy the whole of Ireland a 
second or third time. The very instant a revision 
is over we commence a fair copy, including all 
the corrections made for the treasurer. That is 
in the autumn of the year ; when the revision is 
over, in the spring of the following year, we 
correct that new copy, and issue it to the trea- 
surers. Then in the autumn again we set about 
making another copy for the same reason. 

320. Then it would appear that there are two 
copies made for the treasurer ? — Only one issued 
each year. 

321. You have a copy made in advance? — 
Yes : otherwise we could not carry out the 
work. Mr. Dufiy, who has had very great ex- 
perience, and has been longer in- the establish- 
ment than I have, will be able to give you the 
details with more accuracy than I can. 

322. Besides a copy prepared for the trea- 
surer, there is a copy for the office itself, is there 
not ? — Yes. I am not clear whether there is a 
new copy for the office every year, or whether it 
is only every third or fourth year. 

323. You, told us last year that a great por- 
tion of the expense was in consequence of the 
renewal of the maps ; bow often are these maps 
renewed? — In some districts as often as once in 
four years, but I should say, for all Ireland, 
about once in five years. We have all the maps 
here to show you that the Chairman called for.. 

324. In- answer to a question by tlie Chair- 
man with regard to your being Commissioner /or 

B 2 Bray 
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Mr. Bray Commons, you stated that this eoimnission- 
J.B. Greene, evship was one that had no salary attached to it, 
but was merely honorary ? — 'Just so. 

32 325. Were ihese Commissioners a corporate 

1 9‘ body having an office ? — No, except a solicitors 

office. 

326. Where was that? — At No. 13, Dame- 
street. 

327. Will you read this advertisement ( hand- 
ing the name to the Witness ) ? — “ Bray Commons. 
— To Contractors. — Estimates for works to be ex- 
ecuted on the Lower Commons of Bray, in the 
county of Dublin (in accordance with the plans 
and specification of It. W. Frith, Esq.; to be 
seen at the office of the Commissioners of Bray 
Commons, at No. 6, Ely-place, Dublin) will be 
received up to the 1st day of January, 1861, by 
Finlay W. Cusack, Esq., No. 50, Dominick- 
street, Dublin/’ 

328. Then the office of Commissioner of Bray 
Commons is not in Dame-street, but at No. 6, 
Ely-place ? — No ; that must have been put in by 
Mr. Cusack, but never with my authority. 

329. Were you ever aware of its being putin ? 
— Not until I saw it at this moment. 

330. Did any estimates of works or plans 
come in to you of the Valuation Office, No. 6, 
Ely-place ? — They were sent sealed to me to that 
address. I consider that that work was a very 
creditable one. It was a most marvellous piece 
of reclamation. We carried it out without get- 
ting anything for it, after four or five years, and 
we sold these commons that were not worth any- 
thing for over 12,000/. There is a friend of 
mine, Mr. O’Reilly Dease, who will come for- 
ward and speak upon the nature of the works 
that were carried out in these commons that 
were once worthless. We sold 23 acres for 
11 ,000/. 

331. If there was an office for the Bray 
Commons in Dame-street, why did the solicitor 
issue the advertisement in that way ? — That is 
not from the solicitor : that is from Mr. O’Reilly 
Dease’s land agent. It must be lie who put 
it in. 

332. Mr. Cusack? — Yes. 

333. Of course he was perfectly aware of how 
these Commissioners carried on their business ? 
— It was done probably to oblige and to save me 
trouble. I am sure that Mr. O’Reilly Dease and 
Mr. Cusack did that to accommodate and to 
oblige me. 

334. None of these plans of works were done 
in the office ? — I daresay there might have been 
a few of them coloured ; I should be sorry to 
s ay that there were not. 

335. Coloured by the officers ? — Y es. 

336. And paid for by the public ? — No, by me 
out of the funds of the commons. I can give 
the name and the date as regards anything done 
after hours. 

337. This was done after hours ? — It was done 
after hours, and paid for out of the funds of the 
commons. 

338. Has there been any revaluation of the 
tenement valuation in any county in Ireland ? — 
There has been no revaluation of any county in 
Ireland published, hut we have revalued some 
portions; we have revalued nearly the whole 
county of Dublin. 

339. Under what Act of Parliament? — We 
are not under any Act ; we did it in anticipation. 
There was an Act brought in, I think, by Mr. 
Fortescue, the Attorney General, and Mr. 



Childers, in I860 or 1866, and we directed the 
revisors to go over and revalue a certain portion 
of the county of Dublin to ascertain and adjust 
the scale. We thought that the Bill would pass* 
and we were prepared to issue the valuation at 
once. 

340. So you commenced the valuation before 
the Act was passed ? — We did. 

341. Who paid for the expense of it? — The 
county of Dublin paid the expense ; it is very 
little in addition to the annual revision, because 
they revised as well. 

342. Under what Act of Parliament did you 
charge the county of Dublin ? — I suppose under 
the Annual Revision Act. 

343. You think that that Act which allows 
the county of Dublin to be charged for the an- 
nual revision entitled you to charge the county 
of Dublin for that new valuation? — It was a 
new experiment; we wanted to ascertain the scale. 

344. And you made the county of Dublin pay 
for the expei-iment ? — The grand jury were, I 
believe, perfectly well aware of it. 

345. That they were paying under an Act of 
Parliament before it was passed; an Act that 
might never pass ? — It never passed. 

346. Do you think that that was a legal 
course of procedure ?— I do not think it was illegal. 

347. Tl lie Valuation Office have not made any 
other counties pay any portion of that? — No. 

348. Have you made any county pay for work 
done in other counties? — Certainly not; that 
would he dishonest and unfair. 

349. Mr. Hunt.'] I wish to call your attention 
to the early part of your evidence as to the pro- 
priety of having a new general valuation ; do 
you think that at present there are certain in- 
equalities that require correction ? — I do. 

350. That you attribute to the fact that the 
previous valuation extended over a considerable 
period? — Yes. 

351. Though a valuation may be conducted 
on the same principles, if it extends over a con- 
siderable period that may produce an inequality? 
— Yes, of course ; if the rents fluctuate, and the 
country becomes depressed, you cannot value 
satisfactorily. 

352. I understood you to say that there were 
two elements in the calculation ; one the amount 
of rates and taxation, and the other the growing 
and producing power of the land ? — Yes. 

353. If at the commencement of your general 
valuation you had struck a general average of 
rates and taxes over the whole of Ireland, and 
had struck a similar average at the end of the 
valuation, would there have been a very consi- 
derable difference in the amount ? — I t.liinV 
there would. 

354. The fact was, that the amount of pau- 
perism at the commencement of the valuation 
was very much more than at the conclusion of 
it? — Yes, much more. 

355. The consequence is that one valuation 
was made when there was an exceptional excess 
of poor rate ? — Certainly. 

356. With regard to the producing power of 
the land, you are by the Act bound to estimate 
on the basis of a certain price per hundredweight 
of the different produces, but within six years 
(the period over which the valuation extended) a 
plot of land might, in consequence of agricultural 
improvements, produce a much larger quantity 
than it would at the commencement of that 
period ? — Quite so. 

357. On 
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357. On account of those two considerations 
you think it desirable that there should be another 
general valuation ? — Yes, of those counties that 
require it. 

358. I do not know whether you can mention, 
without book, those counties that you think are 
now unequally low as compared with the rest of 
Ireland ? — I have a list that I can put in. 

359. The revision as regards agricultural land 
is merely with reference to changes of occupation, 
is it not ?— That is all. 

360. But with regard to land, the valuation of 
which is continually changing by reason of build- 
ings, or the working of mines, fisheries, and so 
forth, you have the power to revise in respect to 
alterations in value ? — Yes, and I may mention 
that we have added 135,000 7., to the valuation of 
Belfast in five years. 

361. If you were revising that kind of pro- 
perty from year to year, but not revising agri- 
cultural land, might there be an unfairness as 
between those two kinds of property ? — Of 
course. 

362. That would be another reason for a gene- 
ral valuation ? — Yes ; in the county of Dublin 
too we have added over 120,0001. to the valua- 
tion. 

363. There is an appeal from your valuation 
to the quarter sessions under the Act 15 & 16 
Viet. ? — Yes. 

364. And that appeal is final, I believe ? — It 
is final, except in certain cases, where we can go 
to the superior court on questions of law. 

365. That is, I suppose, on a case stated ? — 
Yes. 

366. Not so much an appeal from them as a 
point reserved by them ? — Yes. 

^ 367 . But in the case of a point reserved, when 
the court of quarter sessions have the opinion 
of the corn’t of law, the court of quarter sessions 
finally decide ? — Yes. 

368. "Were there many cases of appeal from 
your first valuation ? — Yes, in the early times ; 
in the famine period there was an incredible 
number of appeals; from one or two baronies of 
Tipperary alone we had over 5,000 appeals. 

369. Have you any statistics as to the number 
of cases where the appellant succeeded ? — I think 
the solicitor has ; I think there were very few 
cases that succeeded, but they put us to an enor- 
mous expense and labour in defending the valua- 
tion. 

370. "Was that at the commencement of the 
valuation ? — Yes. 

371. As the valuation went on did the appeals 
diminish ? — The appeals diminished as the valua- 
tion went on. 

372. Did you find that there were more ap- 
peals in some counties than in others? — Yes, a 
great many. 

373. Was that with reference to the period 
at which the valuation commenced, or with re- 
ference to the feeling in the county ? — The feel- 
ing in the counties. There were parties who, 
I may say, trafficed in the appeals, and got them 
up. 

3/4. I suppose that at first the principles on 
which you proceeded were not so thoroughly 
understood as they were afterwards? — They 
were not. 

375. And parties appealed who did not under- 
stand the principles laid down by the Act, who 
would, perhaps, not have appealed if they had 
more fully understood them?— Just so: as we 
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have gone on dungs have become gradually 
smoother in the way of our working, and the 
people in the country are pretty well satisfied 
that we try to do what is right. 

376. You think that the valuation of your 
department has acquired the confidence of the 
country generally. I am pretty sure it has. 

377. Appeals can be made against annual 
revisions as much as agaiost the first revision ? — 
Yes- 

378. Have there been many appeals against 
your revision list of late years ? — Not many ; I 
cannot say that they are numerous. The fact 
is, they generally refer it to ourselves, and say, 
“We know you wish to do what is right, and 
we shall be satisfied if you will send down 
another person to examine, and if you find it 
wrong you can put it right.” 

379- They bring to your notice circumstances 
which you may have overlooked ; you then re- 
verse the examination, and that is generally 
satisfactory to the quarter Sessions? — Yes. 

380. Still, there have been some appeals to 
quarter sessions against your annual revisions ? — 
Yes, there are some pending. I have some over 
this morning. 

381. Have there been many lately ? — No, 
they are generally heavier cases ; not the trifling 
cases that we used to have. 

382. Have the appellants been successful in 
these cases for the most part ? — They have rarely 
succeeded, because we never go to court unless 
we are perfectly satisfied that we have a very 
good case. 

383. I do not tliink that the Committee have 
been told for what purpose your valuation is 
used? — I have a paper here which states the 
purposes. “The following are the principal 
uses to which the General Valuation is applied, 
viz. : — For the Repayment of Government Ad- 
vances and levy of Grand Jury Rates, which 
amount to the sum of about 1,075,8437.; Poor 
Rate, 723,8437. ; Income and Property Tax 
(Schedules A. and B.), 249,632 7.; Municipal 
Rates, 261,9867.: total, 2,311,3047. It is also 
used for the regulation of spirits, and other 
licenses, and as a check on the payment of suc- 
cession duty. _ The elective franchise is also 
regulated by it in the several counties and 
boroughs, the test in counties being where the 

remises are valued at 127. and upwards, and in 
oroughs at over 47. The total valuation of 
Ireland now amounts to over 13,414,782 7. ; 
before made by this department it was about 
11,000,0007.” 

384. I gather from that that your assessment 
is the basis for all Imperial and local taxation ? — 
Everything. 

385. And also for the purpose of ascertaining 
those who are entitled to political privileges ?— 
Yes. 

386. So that every voter, every ratepayer and 
taxpayer has the strongest interest in not having 
his assessment placed too high ? — Yes. 

387. Notwithstanding that the appeals have 
been very few generally for the last few years, 
and now amount to almost nothing? — The 
appeals are very few. 

388. Sir Frederick Heygate. ] What is the 

annual cost of the revision of the survey? 

£.24,400. J ' 

389. What is the proportion of the charge to 
the counties? — £.12,200. 

390. A moiety ? — Yes. 

B 3 391. In 
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Mr. 391. In valuing the laud originally, would 

J. B. Greene, you explain to the Committee upon what princi- 
— — pies you went ? — The valuation was based upon 

22 April • a scale of agricultural prices mentioned in the 
1869 . Act. 

392. Will you explain to the Committee what 
class of men these were wlio made this valuation ? 
— The greater number of them bad been in Sir 
Richard Griffith’s employment : they were agri- 
culturists and gentlemen farmers, men that had 
farmed extensively themselves; they were also 
professional valuers. 

393. The O' Conor Don.'] Are you referring 
to the townland, or to the tenement valuation ? 
— Both. ; they are chiefly the same men who 
valued both. 

394. Sir Frederick Hey gate .] Are you aware 
that the valuations, especially those made in the 
noi’th, closely approximated to the actual rent 
paid to the landlord? — I think so. 

395. Did you ever hear it stated that, in a 
great number of cases, they were the exact sums? 
— No, I did not. 

396. Were these men who went through the 
country to make their valuation competent 
judges of the value of land? — Yes, I think they 
were. 

397. Chemically ? — Yes, I am sure they were ; 
they were able to tell the qualities of the soil, 
what it was best capable of producing, and the 
quantity it produced ; the quantity of .oats, 
wheat, barley, or flax, and the quantity of cattle 
stocked on it. 

398. Geologically? — Yes; they had to con- 
sider the component parts of the soil : that was 
a material question to take into consideration. 

399. The distance from markets ? — Yes ; all 
local circumstances had to betaken into consider- 
ation ; the distance from towns, and so on ; in 
Londonderry, for instance, they had to add a 
per-centage for town influence. 

400. Would this be one of the instructions, to 
consider what the ordinary letting value of the 
land was in each locality ? — It would be an 
element that they would have to consider as 
affected by local circumstances ; the effect of 
the growth of flax, for instance, and of eleva- 
tion, would have to be considered. Above 800 
feet elevation, we reduced the valuation, although 
the quality of the soil might be the same as at 400 
feet elevation, because of the cost of labour, and 
the climate not being so ^ood. 

401. Are you aware that in England, sup- 
posing the height above the level of the sea to 
be the same in different counties, and the quality 
of the soil file same, and the distance from 
town the same, still, by the custom of the 
country, there exists the greatest possible in- 
equality in the letting value ? — I am not aware 
of that. 

402. Are you aware that the value of land 
depends very much upon what the customary 
renting value is in the county ? — It would be 
influenced by it. 

403. Take the case of Northamptonshire and 
Herefordshire, where you might find a difference 
of 5 s. (or one-fifth of the value of the land) per 
acre, the quality being the same. If you were 
to try and let the land in Herefordshire at the 
same rate as in Northamptonshire, you would 
be told that the land, although similarly circum- 
stanced, had a less value in one county than in 
the other ; is that the case, in your experience, 
in Ireland? — It is; I mentioned the case of 



Westmeath, and Galway, and Roscommon; the 
same quality of land on the west side of the 
Shannon would not bring as high a rent as on the 
other side, there being nothing but the river 
between the two. 

404. In making your valuation you took such 
circumstances as that into account ? — Yes we 
considered all these local circumstances. 

405. You mentioned as one reason why the 
valuation of Ulster was higher than in other 
parts of Ireland, not only superior cultivation 
but the growth of flax? — And being recently 
valued. 

406. Can you inform the Committee whether 
the fact of flax being commonly cultivated added 
much to the ordinary value of the -land in 
Ulster ?— I could not exactly say the amount, 
but I know it has added to the value and the 
industry of the people. A valuator going and 
looking at the tillage in Ulster must value it 
higher. 

407. I am alluding to flax alone. Are you 
aware that flax is generally looked upon as a 
deteriorating crop? — If flax is cultivated too 
frequently in the same ground I believe it is 
highly injurious. I should say that flax ought 
not to be cultivated in the same ground at in- 
tervals of less than 10 years. 

408. Are you aware that it is stated as a fact 
that the annual produce of flax per acre is every 
year getting less ? — I believe it is. 

409. Therefore is not that a reason why in 
any future valuation of Ulster especially, it 
should be made at a less rate? — Yes; if it has 
been materially taken into account in the valua- 
tion. 

410. It was a mistake originally to suppose 
that the cultivation of flax added to the value of 
the land? — It does give an additional value. 

411. Would you state what you consider to be 
the difference between the northern counties and 
the south and west in point of valuation ? — I am 
sure 15 per cent. 

412. In Ulster what amount below the letting 
value is the Government valuation supposed to 
be ? — I think if you added 2 s. in the 1 l. you 
would have a fair letting value. 

413. Is it not often the case that the valua- 
tion is equal to or even more than tire rent ?— I 
am not aware that it is more than the rent unless 
it is in the case of some large landed estates that 
are let at very low rents. 

414. Have you never had that fact brought to 
your notice ? — No. 

415. You say that there is a difference between 
the north and south of 15 per cent. ? — I am sure 
there is. 

416. Is not the difference still larger? — In 
some cases it may be as high as 20 per cent. 

417. In the county of Cork are there not 
parts where the difference is very much greater? 
— I should say, taking the whole county of Cork, 
it would not amount to more than 20 per cent. 

418. You say that 20 per cent, would be a fair 
average ? — Yes. 

419. Upon this valuation all the taxation of 
the country is based, is it not? — Yes. 

420. Therefore in fact the south of Ireland 
especially escapes at a much less rate than it 
ought to do ? — Certainly it must. 

421. And with regard to the income-tax and 
Imperial taxation, an injustice is inflicted upon 
the north of Ireland? — Yes, it is higher than the 
south. 

422. Returning 
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422. Returning to the description of the indi- 
viduals who have valued the property, you stated 
that they were agriculturists ? — Yes. 

423. Will you define an agriculturist? — A man 
that has studied in some college, and has after- 
wards farmed himself. 

424. Can you find men, however much know- 
ledge they may have of agriculture, who are com- 
petent to go from place to place in the country 
and make a valuation ? — We had some. We are 
not re-valuing now, we are only revising, the 
valuation being completed. We had some very 
first-class men, who were a long time in the ser- 
vice; for instance, Mr. John Boyan and Mr. 
Pierce Ryan, and some other most valuable men, 
who understood the subject thoroughly. 

425. In making these deductions from the 
valuation, did you ever take into account the 
existence of tenant-right in the north of Ireland ? 
—No. 

426. That is not an element in your calcula- 
tion at all ? — None. 

427. You merely made a deduction on account 
of ordinary rates ? — Yes. 

428. At the time of the valuation, was it not 
the fact that there was a rate in aid levied on 
the north to assist the south? — I believe there was. 

429. Was that rate in aid deducted from the 
value ? — No, because it had ceased long before 
we commenced the north of Ireland. 

430. Will you give me the date when you 
commenced the north of Ireland? — In 1859 or 
1860. We had to go as the Ordnance survey went. 

431. You say there is no connection between 
the tenement valuation and the town land valua- 
tion ? — No absolute connection. In Roscommon 
we used it as a check. 

432. Was the tenement valuation entirely a 
new valuation ? — It was. 

433. Still you had the town land valuation, as 
far as it was complete, as a check upon the 
tenement valuation ( — Yes. 

434. They were in point of fact unconnected ? 
— They were. 

435. I wish to know whether the fact of this 
rate in aid existing at the time of the town, land 
valuation, was taken into account when the 
tenement valuation was made? — I think not; 
it could not be ; take the case of Londonderry. 

. 436. I am not speaking of Londonderry par- 
ticularly? — Ulster was made long before the 
poor rates were introduced. 

43/. You state that some business of your 
office relates to appeals ? — Yes. 

438. Is there not a very large appeal con- 
nected with Londonderry Bridge ?— Yes. 

439. Hov does that stand at the present mo- 
ment ?— It was argued in Dublin, and decided 
against us. 

440. Are you taking any further steps ? — The 
solicitor has that and the Belfast case under the 
consideration of counsel at the present moment. 

441. Do you consider your office as of much 
value with regard to the sales and purchases in 
the Landed Estates Court? — Yes; there is no 
sale takes place without reference to our office ; 
they never think of such a thing ; we are obliged 
to give a certificate of value witbregard to 
every property brought into the Court of Chan- 
cery. 

. say, of the Government valua- 

tion ? — Yes ; it would not he entertained with- 
out it; it would not be admitted into the court. 

057 ^ ma ^ accompanies the con- 



veyance or the conditions of sale brought into 
your office ? — Yes. 

444. And you check it? — Yes. 

445. Are you aware of the mistake that was 
made the other day iu the case of the Earl of 
Laueshorough, where a portion of property was 
conveyed to the wrong person ? — -That class of 
work is not done in our office, but. by the Ord- 
nance Survey in Phcenix Park ; there was a mis- 
take made there. 

446. You have no connection with that? — 
None whatever. 

447. Mr. Hunt.'] Wbat is the right interval 
in your opinion for a general revision of the 
country ? — I think a revision of Ireland would 
be required about every 14 or 16 years; the 
valuations we made 14 or 16 years ago require 
now to be revalued. 

448. You think that period is not too long ? — 
No, not too long. 

449. Colonel Forde.’] Can you account for it 
that in the north the landlords pay their income 
tax from their rental rather than from the valua- 
tion ? — I am not aware of it. 

450. Have they an alternative of paying either 
on the rental or on the valuation ? — Yes. 

451. This would show that your valuation was 
higher than the rent in the north ? — It would. 

452. For local purposes, if the county is 
valued on the same rules, it does not much 
matter whether it is a trifle higher or lower ? — 
Not for local taxation. 

453. But when that is used for Imperial 
purposes it does make a great difference ? — Of 
course it does. 

454. Then, of course those who pay income 
tax on your valuation, rather than on the rental, 
are not paying on the full amount they receive ? 
— No, they do not. 

455. And if the Government would take the 
rental in such cases to charge income tax on, 
they would be so much the richer ? — Certainly. 

456. Mr. Pollard-Urquliart.~\ Is your valua- 
tion very much appealed to in the case of re-let- 
ting lands when they come out of lease ? — Yes. 

457. You stated that you added 120,0001. to 
the valuation of Dublin ; does that arise from new 
buildings, or improved agricultural produce?— 
We have no authority to value ; it is particularly 
from new buildings. 

458. Is if; altogether new buildings? — Yes; 
altogether new buildings. 

459. Do you not think that agricultural skill 
throughout the country has been very much 
improved during the last 15 years ? — Greatly. 

460. Also agricultural capital ? — Greatly. 

461. The railways in some places have opened 
new markets for fowl, butter, and other things ? — 
Yes; the railways have been the means of great 
improvement. 

462. And these causes have operated more in 
some districts than in others ? — Yes. 

463. Therefore, the inequalities of valuation 
increase very much every year in consequence of 
these causes operating in some places more than 
in others ? — Yes ; of course they must have that 
effect ; the railway communication of course faci- 
litates transit, and brings the goods to a better 
market ; where there is no railway communication 
the markets of course are not so good. 

464. You were speaking of the expense of 
valuing different portions of Ireland; I suppose, 
generally speaking, the worse the land is, the 
greater is the proportionate expense of valuing 

B4 it? 



Mr. 

J.B. Greene. 

22 April 
1869. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




16 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Mr. it ? — I do not think that that would very mate- reference to the average prices of the several 

J.B.Ch-eenc. rially enter into the account ; for instance, a man articles of agricultural produce hereinafter speci- 

may get over a greater area of mountain district tied, all peculiar local circumstances in each case 

C 2 April than of close tillage : in a close tillage country being taken into consideration, and all rates, 

1 a man could not get over the same ground as in taxes, and public charges, if any (except tithe 
pasture or mountain ranges. Tent charge), being paid by the tenant.” 

465. You think it would not take longer to 472. So that under the Act now in force, there 

value a thousand acres in the mountain land of arc two principles of valuation for property in 
Kerry than a thousand acres of grass land in Ireland ? — That is for lands and buildings. 
Meath? — 1 do not think it would take so long. 473. And for other classes of property?— 

466. Nevertheless, a thousand acres in Meath, Yes. 

generally speaking, are much more valuable than 474. And is there also a provision under the 
a thousand acres iu Kerry ? — Yes. 17th Victoria for the constant revision of the 

467. Therefore, the probability is, that the valuation, the entire valuation of certain classes 
proportion which the expense of valuing bears to of property ? — Yes, there is. 

the letting value of the land would be greater in 475. "Will you state the classes of property 
the case of bad land than in the other? — Yes. which are liable to be entirelyrevalued? — Under 

468. Mr. JyrtunJ] Will you explain to the the 4th section of the 17 Viet. cap. 8, it is en- 
Committee what have been the principles of valua- acted, “And for the purpose of providing for 
tion that have been in force since the system the necessary revision of the valuation of the 
began ; will you look at the Act 6 & 7 Geo. 4, rateable tenements and hereditaments the limi ts 
c. 62 (26 May 1826), and state to the Committee whereof shall become altered, and also of rate- 
what was the first system ? — Section 7 states, able tenements or hereditaments the annual value 
“ That the valuation of all lands for the purposes of which is liable to frequent alteration, such as 
of this Act shall be made with reference to fisheries, railways, canals, tolls of roads, bridges, 
certain general average prices of the several mines, gas and waterworks, and buildings ; ” then 
articles following, and to none other, that is to follow the directions. 

say — then follows the scale, and it says, “ All 476. While, then, other property in Ireland 
houses shall be valued at the sum or rent for would remain constant, these two classes which 
which every such house respectively could be let you have mentioned would be liable to be en- 
by the year, deducting therefrom one-third part hanced according to their prosperity and con- 
of such sum or rent.” dition? — Yes, and there have been a great many 

469. Was the mode of valuation again altered complaints on that score with railway companies 

in 1846 ? — It was. in Ireland. We had a very heavy appeal case, 

470. Will you state what it was then to be? — and they endeavoured to show that we valued 
Under the 9 & 10 Viet., c. 110 (28 August the railway from Dublin to Cork up to its letting 
1846), it was enacted, under section 9, “ That value, whereas land was valued at 25 per cent, 
in every valuation hereafter to be made under under, and they demanded a reduction in the 
the provisions of this Act, the Commissioner of valuation of the railway to bring it equal to the 
Valuation shall cause to be valued eveiy tene- valuation of the land, so that they might not pay 
ment which is a rateable hereditament under the a disproportionate amount of taxes, 
provisions of an Act passed in the Sessions of 477. The one property would be valued upon 
Parliament held in the first and second years of the present state of things, and the other upon 
the reign of Her present Majesty Queen Victoria, a state of tilings existing 20 years ago ? — Just 
intituled 1 An Act for the more effectual Relief of so. 

the Destitute Poor in Ireland,’ and shall also 478. And that is considered by those who 
cause every such tenement to be separately have property which is enhanced for rating pur- 
valued by the valuation, and the- valuation pose, extremely unjust ? — Yes. 
thereof shall be made upon an estimate of the 479. In the Bill submitted to Parliament in 
net annual value (that is to say) of the rent for 1866, was it proposed to lay down a better rule 
which, one year with another, the same might in for the valuation of all property ? — It was. 
its actual state be reasonably expected to let 480. Will you state what was the general 
from year to year, the probable annual average rule in that Bill of 1866 ? — It was intended to 
cost of the repairs, insurance, and other expenses, reduce the system of valuation in Ireland to a 
jf any, necessary to maintain the hereditament uniform scale, that is, the letting value. “Which 
in its actual state, and all rates, taxes, and public valuation shall be made upon an estimate of the 
charges, if any, except tithe rent charge, being net annual value of such tenements and heredita- 
paid by the tenant. ■’ ments, that is to say, the rent for which, one year 

471. After that, was there any change made with another, each tenement or hereditament 
in 1852 as to the principles of valuation ? — Yes; might, in its then actual state, be reasonably 
under the 15 & 16 Viet. c. 63 (30 June 1852), it expected to let from year to year ; the probable 
was enacted, in section 11, “In every valuation average annual cost of repairs, insurance, and 
hereafter to be made, or to be carried on or other expenses, if any, necessary to maintain 
completed under the provisions of this Act, the the same in its actual state, and all rates and 
Commissioners of Valuation shall cause every taxes to which the occupier may be liable being 
tenement or rateable hereditament hereinafter paid by the tenant.” That embraced all the 
specified to be separately valued, and such valu- different classes of property valued under the 
ation in regard to the land shall be made upon existing law. 

an estimate of the net annual value thereof with 
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Thursday , 2 9th April 1869. 



MEMBERS 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Mr. McCarthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Colonel French. 

Mr. Herbert. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 



Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. G. Moore. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard -Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 



COLONEL FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. John Ball Greene, called in; and re-examined. 



481. Mr. Ayrtoni\ "Will you be good enough 
to explain to the Committee what has been done 
with reference to exemptions from valuation of 
different classes of property ? — At present there 
is over 350,000 4 worth of property exempted 
from assessment in Ireland. 

482. Can you state by reference to the Act 
what are the classes of property which are exempt? 
— The 17 th Viet. c. 8, s. 2, enacts, “ In making 
out the lists or tables of valuation mentioned in 
the said firstly hereinbefore-mentioned Act, the 
Commissioner of Valuation shall distinguish all 
hereditaments and tenements, or portions of the 
same, of a public nature, or used for charitable 
purposes, or for the purposes of science, litera- 
ture, and the fine arts, as specified in an Act of 
the sixth, aud seventh years of Her Majesty, 
chapter thirty-six ; and all such hereditaments or 
tenements, or portions of the same, so dis- 
tinguished, shall, so long as they shall continue 
to be of a public natau'e, and occupied for tbe 
public service, or used for tbe purposes aforesaid, 
be deemed exempt from all assessment for tlie 
relief of the destitute poor in Ireland, and for 
grand jury and county rates.” 

483. Have any exemptions, of a difficult nature 
arisen under this clause ? — Yes, there are numer- 
ous questions continually arising. There are the 
cases of Londonderry Bridge the Londonderry 
Harbour Commissioners, the Belfast Harbour 
Commissioners, and the Dundalk Harbour Com- 
missioners, This is a case of property which we 
3iave recently valued. The Londonderry case 
weut to the Court of the Queen’s Bench, and it 
was decided that we were right in our valuation. 
They appealed to a court of error, and four judges 
against three decided in favour of exemption. 
All tbe other cases will probably be decided 
according to that judgment, by the assistant 
barristers at quarter session. 

484. They would be all held to be exempt? — 
Yes; we believe that the judgment is different 
from that in the Mersey Dock case. 

485. Do you know whether this rule of 
exemption has been constant throughout these 
Acts, or has it varied ? — I think they have been 
much the same throughout the valuations ; but 
the decisions have been very conflicting iu some 
counties. The same class of property has been 
decided by one barrister to be exempt, and 
by another to he rateable. 

0.57. 



486. If these exemptions arc carried out to jj- r< 
the full extent according to the most recent deci- jp Qreene. 

sion, it would tend to exempt a great deal of pro- 

perty ? — Yes ; I should say that if these exemp- 29 April 
tions are carried out they will affect more than 1809. 
half-a-million of property. 

487. Do you tbink it desirable that the prin- 
ciples of exemption should be reconsidered ? — 

Certainly. 

488. Have you examined into the records of 
the office in order to obtain a return of the date 
at which, the valuation of each county was com- 
plete under the present system ? — I have. ( The 
Return teas put in, vide Appendix .) 

489. The O' Connor Don. J When you say com- 
plete, do you mean issued for rating purposes ? — 

Yes. 

490. Mr. Ayrton .] Have you obtained a re- 
turn showing a list of the counties and their 
value which you consider ought now to be re- 
valued? — Yes. (The Return was put in, vide 
Appendix .) 

491. Have you made anything like an ap- 
proximate estimate of the change that would be 
made in the value if these places were revalued ? 

— Yes ; the matter was gone into very carefully 
by Sir Richard Griffith and myself. Some of his 
principal valuers, Mr. Boyan, Mr. Pierce, Ryan, 
of Wexford, and several other valuers have 
gone carefully into it. We ascertained the 
amount that should be added to the counties that 
were valued so many years ago, in order to bring 
them to a uniform rate with the north of Ireland. 

(The Return was put in, vide Appendix .) 

492. Can you also give the Committee a state- 
ment showing the number of years that have 
elapsed since the valuation was complete in the 
counties which have been valued? — Yes. 

493. Have you made any inquiries to ascertain 
the probable difference between the prices of 
agricultural produce set down in the last Act and 
the prices which would rule at the present day, 
supposing that system were still adhered to ? — 

Yes. 

494. Will you state what you consider to he 
the present prices which should be substituted 
for those in the last Act ? — I have a statement 
showing the average prices of agricultural pro- 
duce in 24 towns in Ireland in 1864. The 
general averages are these : wheat per hundred- 
weight, 9 s., as against 7 s. 6 d. (the price in the 

C Act); 
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Act ) ; oats, 5 s. 7 d., against 4 s. 6 d ; barley, 7 s., 
against 5 s. 6 d . : butter, 105 s. 2 d., against 
65 s. 4 d . ; beef, 53 5. 10 d., against 35 s. 6 d . : 
mutton, 68 s. 6 d., against 41 s. : pork, 42 s. 2 d., 
against 32 s : flax, 7 1 s., against 49 s. 

495. If the system of taking prices as a basis 
is to be adhered to, you consider that the basis 
would have to be altered in those particulars? — 
There should be a new scale of agricultural 
prices conformable with an average of the last two 
or three years. 

496. Is it your opinion that agricultural price 
ought to be laid down by the Act of Parliament 
as a basis, or that the basis ought to be the proper 
letting value ? — I am quite in favour of the letting 
value as a basis. 

497. Supposing the agricultural basis is to be 
maintained, is it your opinion that there ought to 
be some provision for revising that basis at inter- 
vals ? — Yes, I should say so. This table shows 
the difference in the scale of prices adopted. 

498. Would you have the same scale prevailing 
throughout the whole period of the re-valuation, 
supposing the country were to be re-valued ? — 
Yes ; because it would only take about three 
years, and I consider that there would be no 
great fluctuation in that time. Prices might pro- 
bably be a little higher. The tendency is to rise. 
Butter is higher now than stated in the list of 
prices that I have given, and beef too. 

499. Do yon think it was one of the mis- 
fortunes or difficulties incident to the original 
valuation that is extended over so long a period, 
and so became by mere effluxion of time ex- 
tremely unequal ? — Certainly, that was the cause 
of it. 

500. And it would be the merit of a valuation 
that it would be done within a very short time, 
and would be approximately equal ? — Quite so. 

501. You think that the time would be within 
three years ? — I do. 

502. With regard to the expense of the re- 
valuation, do you consider that it would be very 
great, or that, having all the materials before 
you that you now possess, it could be done with 
comparative economy ? — Yes, I have gone very 
carefully into it 'since I came to town. Know- 
ing the position in which we are, with our docu- 
ments worked up and perfected every Year, to 
the present time, I am satisfied it could he done 
for a very reasonable sum. 

503. Chairman .] For what amount? — I have 
estimated it at 50,000 1. 

504. For a revision, or a new valuation? — A 
new valuation. 

505. The O' Conor Don.] For the whole of Ire- 
land? — No; for the counties specified in the 
return that I have given in. 

506. Three provinces ? — Yes. 

507. Colonel Forde.] You mean that the rest 
■ of Ireland should be re- valued on the same scale, 

and on the same terms as the north is, which is 
now complete ? — Yes, precisely. 

508. Mr. Ayrton."] You have stated that the 
materials you possess are now so full and com- 
plete that it would not be a very great effort to 
re-value ; will you explain to the Committee pre- 
cisely what is done by the commissioner to keep 
up the present valuation as complete as possible, 
without a re-valuation ? — Every tenement in Ire- 
land, from the largest farm to the most minute, is 
laid down on our map. Every tenement in Ire- 
land, no matter how minute, is laid down on the 
Ordnance maps, and corrected annually. W e have 



every house and building measured and classed. 
We give the dimensions and the cubical contents. 
This is done in towns, cities, villages, and country 
houses. All the most expensive part of the 
valuation is done, the computation of areas, the 
qualities of the soil, and so on, so that we 
should only have to send skilful valuers to revise 
the valuation of each district. 

509. The boundaries and all the details arc 
laid down on the six-inch scale ? — Yes ; portions 
of Ireland are done on the 25-incli scale, hut 
towns are on the a sixtv-inch scale. 

510. Then you have a schedule of the owners 
corresponding with the map? — Yes; owners and 
occupiers, the area, the value of the laud, and 
the value of the buildings, in every instance. 

oil. The boundaries of each tenement are also 
carefully laid down on the map : each separate 
holding ? — The boundaries of every tenement 
are laid down and numbered to correspond with 
the terrier. 

512. Is there very much use made of these 
maps when they have to be done again after a 
certain interval? — Yes; every Ordnance sheet 
contains about 15,000 acres. Tlic reviser, when 
lie goes into the field, is obliged to take it with him 
in wet weather or dry. He has to get over the 
ditches with it in his hand ; besides that, the 
changes that have to be made are numerous, and 
have to be recorded on the map, so that, in about 
four years, we get a new set. As soon as a 
county or the portion of a county gets worn out, 
we give it to the draughtsman to make another 
map. 

513. Do you keep the old one amongst your 
records ? — Yes, to show the changes. 

514. Aud you have a new map, which repre- 
sents the last phase of the old map ? — Yes. 

515. For the purpose of laying the new 
boundaries, you have to go over the ground again 
and again? — Yes, every year. 

516. And every change of boundary is com- 
pared by one of your officers, on the ground with 
the map ?— Yes. 

517. So that the maps are undergoing constant 
revision tending to their perfect accuracy? — Yes, 
every uew fence is accurately measured on the 
map from a given point that the surveyors 
find. 

518. When he hears of any change, or has 
reason to believe that there are any changes, he 
goes to the place as soon as possible and records 
these changes? — Yes. 

519. Generally within a year? — It must be 
done within a year ; before the first day of the 
following assizes, in order that they may have a 
correct assessment. 

520. The O' Connor Don.] When you say that 
every new fence is entered upon this map, do you 
mean to say every fence made within a tenement? 
— No ; I mean every fence that forms a farm 
boundary. 

521. Mr. Ayrton.] Do you supply tracings 
from your maps, whenever required, to any per- 
sons ? — We give tracings, copies, and certificates 
of valuation to any person that applies. 

522. What charge is made for that? — It is 
very small. The charge is about a 1 s. an hour ; 
for stationery and for the trouble of searching we 
charge an extra shilling, so that it comes to about 
2 s. an hour. 

523. You only charge the public the actual 
expense of making the tracing, as required ?— 
That is all. 



524. There 
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524. There is no fee to cover the expense of 
keeping the boundary map ? — No. 

525. There is no charge for that ? — No. 

526. Are the demands for these tracings very 
numerous ? — They are. I may say that we do a 
great deal without any charge. If there is a dis- 
pute between landlord and tenant, one of them 
will write and say that the quantity is wrong, 
and that he cannot make it out, and will ask us 
to send a tracing and a copy of the valuation. 
We send it, and make no charge for it, and it 
generally settles the question. Tenants them- 
selves correspond very largely with us. 

527. What do you do with the sums that you 
receive for giving out copies ? — The sums are 
paid once a month into the Treasury. 

528. What is the amount received in a year ? 
— About 500 1. a year. 

529. Is the labour of revising the maps pretty 
equal over different counties, or do you find it 
unequal? — We find it unequal. 

530. Does it depend very much upon the way 
in which the landowners treat their estates? — 
Very much. 

531. And if they are embarking in enterprises 
of improvement, you have to follow all the im- 
provements, and take down all the changes that 
they make ? — We have. 

532. Having a large establishment, in Dublin, 
you are enabled to send to each district as many 
competent persons as are necessary to do the 
work? — We are. 

533. Do you think if the work was split up, 
that facility would be lost? — Yes. I do not ap- 
prove of the idea of splitting it up at all. 

534. With regard to the valuation, do ques- 
tions arise as to its accuracy? — Yes, they do 
frequently. 

535. What facilities have you for checking 
any disputes of that sort by your concentrated 
department? — We look to our original notes in 
case there is any question raised as to the value 
of the soil, to see whether any mistake has been 
committed. We examine the original docu- 
ments, and, if necessary, we send a person who 
was not previously on the ground, and he makes 
an independent report without knowing anything 
as to what the first man has done. 

536. Therefore you are enabled to have all the 
work checked by skilled and experienced persons 
who have not been employed previously ?— Yes; 
hands very well trained indeed. 

537. Upon receiving these reports, do you carry 
on any investigation by the heads of the establish- 
ment in Dublin to arrive at a right conclusion? 
— It is the duty of the heads of the department, 
when the work comes from the field to check it, 
and carefully examine it, and if there is any- 
thing that they see that is at all irregular or con- 
trary to instructions they bring it before me, and 
we determine what is to' be done. 

538. When the valuation was drawing to a 
close your establishment was revised, I think ? — 
It was. 

539. In consequence of that revision there was 
necessarily a considerable reduction, was there 
not ? — A reduction of the staff took place from 
time to time, according as w e g ot three or four, 
or a dozen counties finished. We had then occa- 
sion only for a reduced staff ; some of them were 
only employed from day to day. 

540. Have you a schedule of the persons who 
have been discontinued ? — Yes. ( The return was 
put in, vide Appendix.) 

0.57. 



541. Was your establishment again revised, 
some time ago? — Yes; in 1865. 

542. Was that also with a view to retrench- 
ment and economy? — It was. 

543. Can you put in a communication from the 
Treasury stating the result of that revision ? — 
We have a printed classification of the office as 
arranged at that time. 

544. Will you put it in ? — Yes. ( The docu- 
ment was put in, vide Appendix.) 

545. That was not done by the office but by 
the Treasury ? — It was done in consultation. 

546. And reports made ? — Yes. 

547. The arrangement itself was made by 
order of the Treasury ? — By order of the Trea- 
sury. Mr. Anderson was sent over and he in- 
spected the office. 

548. Mr. Anderson, the officer of the Treasury, 
was sent to Ireland to examine into the state of 
the office, and consequent upon his communications 
with the Treasury as well as those of the depart- 
ment, the Treasury arrived at the determination 
which is contained in that paper ? — Yes. 

549. Mr. McCarthy Downing .] I think you 
stated that the re-valuation of the counties re- 
quiring it could be completed in three years ? — 
Yes. 

550. I think you also added that the probable 
cost would be about 50,000 1. ? — Yes. 

551. How many counties do you contemplate 
re- valuing? — I think there are 21. 

552. In these 21 counties do you include every 
county in Munster and Connaught ? — Yes. 
Clare, Cork, Kerry, Limerick, Tipperary, and 
Waterford. 

553. The present annual revision, I think you 
said costs about 25,000 1. ? — It does. 

554. And the re-valuation of 21 counties you 
think would only cost 50,000 l. ? — That is all. I 
may probably explain that in this way. We hope 
and expect that in carrying out the annual revi- 
sion, we shall be able to do a very large pro- 
portion of the re-valuation of each county at the 
same time. 

555. Has not that been the case for a great 
number of years? — No, never. 

556. Did you not complete the valuation of 
Ireland in 1864 ? — We did; but since the com- 
pletion of it we have only been revising. 

557. You have a revision of 1865 and 1866 ? 
— Yes ; the annual revision may go on next year. 
Now, suppose there is a Bill passed to re-value, 
in the progress of that annual revision we may 
make a re- valuation as well, by extending a little 
the duties of the valuers, 

558. Had you not that perfect system in 1860? 
— No ; because there was no rfc- valuation. 

559. Has there been a re-valuation at all? — If 
the Act for a re-valuation does not pass we shall 
continue as we are at the present time. 

560. How is it that the annual revision costs 
so much as 25,000 1. ? — I can go into details and 
tell you how every farthing has been ex- 
pended. 

561. I believe the whole duty of the person 
you send down is to take the notices as they are 
served upon the clerk of the union, and to visit 
the farms, to which he directs the attention of 
your officer? — No; the returns from the clerks 
of the unions would not average one-fifth of the 
changes that are discovered. 

562. It is their duty to make the returns? — It 
is the duty of the rate collectors and ratepayers 
affected, who have made any alterations in their 

c 2 holdings 
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holdings, to seuci in. at a particular period of the 
year, a return of all changes. 

■363. To the clerk of the union ? — Yes. 

564. And lie sends it to vour office ? — Yes. 

565. After you receive these in your office, 
you send persons down to revise? — Yes. 

566. In what does their duty consist : is it 
anything more than making the entries : if two 
farms, for instance, are consolidated, or if a farm 
is divided ? — These entries arc not so easily done 
as may lie imagined : the reviser must go on to 
the ground and see the portion of land that has 
to he added or deducted: he has to mark out the 
boundary, and then there is to be a calculation 
of the area taken from or added to the other, and 
there is to be an apportionment of the valuation 
due to them. All that has to he done and checked, 
and carefully gone into. 

567. Suppose 11 man holds a farm which is 
valued at 30 l. a-year, and another man adjoining 
him has a farm that is valued at 20 /. a-year ; if 
the man having the farm at 20 I. a-year gives it 
uj> to his landlord and the farm is added to that 
of the next tenant, what has your officer to do 
but to make the valuation 50/. instead of 30 /. ? 
—He has nothing to do but to add the two sums 
together in that case ; but, as I said last Thurs- 
day, such an occurrence is very rare. 

568. 3s it not more rare, and has it not been so 
for a considerable time, to have a sub-division of 
the land ? — There is a re-distribution of land in 
Ireland, and the tendency is to consolidate by 
adding •* portions” to adjoining farms; there are 
some revisers here who are more conversant 
with the subject, of whom I have asked the ques- 
tion, and they say that it is very rare to have two 
farms put together. 

569. I think you said that you thought a re- 
valuation was necessary ? — Yes. 

570. On the occasion of your last examination 
you stated “ The valuation was made upon the 
scale of agricultural prices, that is for the pro- 
duce, and I think that was collected at the time 
when the general valuation was introduced ; it 
was based upon the prices during the famine 
years, which were considerably lower than they 
are at present ; they were one-fourth, or more 
than one-fourth under the present prices ” ? — 
Yes. 

571. Do you adhere to that reply ? — Yes ; 
they are considerably under present prices. 

572. The prices at present are much higher 
than they were in the famine year ? -I should 
say the years subsequent to the famine. 

573. I want to know if you correct your an- 
swer in which you say that the prices are one- 
fourth higher? — I mean the years subsequently 
to the famine. 

574. You were asked with regard to the price 
of butter, and you said that it was 69 s., whereas 
the price is now 110 s. ?— I referred to the price 
of butter in the Cork market ; the last quo- 
tation. 

575. Would you be surprised to find that the 
rice of butter, when you put it at 69 s., was as 
igh as 102 s. ? — You must tell me the period ; I 

referred to the prices given in the Act of Par- 
liament. 

576. Have you any means of knowing that 
butter was then at 69 s. ?— That is the price in 
the Act of Parliament. When I joined the office 
I found it there. 

577. Then you do not mean to say that that 
was the price of butter at that time ? — It was 



the price on which the valuation was based, as 
contained in the Act. 

578. In what years do j'ou consider prices were 
low ? — I think they were very low from about 
1849 up to 1852. 

579. Have you taken the trouble to ascertain 
what the prices were in the Cork market? — Not. 
since this tabic was prepared in 1864. I know 
nothing but what I have seen in the newspapers. 

580. You have no idea of what the price of 
butter was in 1853, one of the years in which 
you say it was low? — I said up to 1852; but that 
does not affect the question. We had the price 
stated in the Act of Parliament, and I know 
nothing more about it. 

581. Therefore, you would not have the Com- 
mittee take your evidence upon that as any 
ground upon which they could come to any de- 
cision with regard to a re-valuation of Ireland? — 
I should not like to give an opinion as to what 
the Committee might do. 

582. You were asked, at the last examination, 
“ Do you mean the years immediately succeeding 
the famine? ” and your answer was, “ Yes. Do 
you mean the years from 1849 to 1852 ?— I do. 
I know that land sold lower in Ireland in 1852 
than in any other period. 

5S3. You also said, iu your examination, that 
you believed there was a want of uniformity be- 
tween the valuation of the northern and southern 
and western counties ? — Yes. 

584. And you based your opinion upon the 
fact that the cultivation in the north was higher 
than in the south '! — I did. 

585. Tiiat was one of your reasons? — Yes. 

586. You also stated that the taxation was 
higher m the south than in the north ? — Yes. 

587. Can you tell me when the county of Cork 
was valued? — I think it must have been com- 
menced in 1S50. It was finished and issued to 
the treasurer on the 9th of July 1853. 

588. You said that the system of cultivation 
carried on would be an important clement in 
your calculation ? — Yes, the mode of farming. 

589. In your opinion the parties who were 
sent out to value the lands would be very much 
guided by the crops which they saw growing? — 
Of course if they happened to be there when 
the crops were growing, they would take into 
consideration the quality of the soil. They might 
find a crop growing on the land which was very 
unsuitable for it, and that fact would be taken 
into consideration. 

590. Then your answer, that the system of 
cultivation would be an important element, does 
not apply ? — Yes, it would be an important ele- 
ment. 

591. Suppose the case of bad soil highly ma- 
nured, which might produce for that year a very 
good crop ? — The valuer would be incapable of 
doing his duty if he did not know the cause of 
that. 

592. I believe it was part of" their instructions 
that they were to see the subsoil? — Whenever 
there was any very great variety they had to 
dig it up. 

r 593. That was entered in the field book ? — 
Yes. 

594. Do 1 understand that this return, which 
you have handed in, was made in your office ?— 
Yes. 

595. By you ? — I assisted. 

596. When was this document prepared ? — It 
was prepared about a year previous to the intro- 
duction 
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dilution of tlie Valuation Bill by Mr. Childers, 
Mr. Fortescue, and Mr. Lawson. 

397. I see you contemplate adding 5 s. in the 
pound upon Westmeath? — Yes. 

59S. You also contemplate adding 25 per cent, 
to the county of Cork? — Yes. 

599. In your evidence last Thursday you 
stated that you believed that the valuation of the 
north was "from 15 to 20 per cent, higher than 
that of the south ? — I did. 

600. You did not by this document add any- 
thing to the valuation of Ulster ? — No. 

601 . If the valuation of Ulster was only 10 per 
cent, more than that of the south, how is it that 
you have put 25 per cent, in this document ? — 
I have gone into the south of Ireland and made 
a very accurate comparison, and I may state that 
C’ork'is 25 per cent, under Down, or Antrim, or 
Londonderry. 

602. On the last examination you were not 
certain about it ?■ — I answered the question with- 
out looking into the documents, and I said it 
would be 15 or 20 per cent. ; it was a general 
question. 

603. I see this return is but a portion of a 
document? — That is all. 

604. What was it taken from? — From a state- 
ment prepared showing the requirements of the 
Valuation Act. This was part of it showing the 
amendments that we considered necessary to be 
introduced. 

605. Y ou said that flax might be one of the 
causes why the north of Ireland was so highly 
valued ? — That is an element that is taken into 
account in the north of Ireland that we had not 
in the south or west. 

606. You added that it was a deteriorating 
crop? — If grown too frequently in the same 
soil. 

607. Y’ou say it ought not to be grown more 
than once in ten years ? — I think so, but some 
people grow it oftener. 

608. lou are aware that they grow it much 
more frequently in the north ? — They do. 

609. That being the case of course it deterio- 
rates the quality of the land ? — I do not agree 
that it deteriorates the quality of the land at all 
if it is not grown too frequently in the same soil. 

610. Do not you think it is grown too fre- 
quently' in the north? — I am not able to say 
what the rotation is. In some cases I daresay 
they do, and in other places not. 

611. Are you aware that climate is one ele- 
ment also by which your people value land ? — • 
It is. 

612. And it is rather an important element, 
too? — Yes. 

613. Are you aware that more rain falls in the 
south than in the north ? — I am. 

614. Is it not part of your instructions that a 
deduction is to be made in consequence? — I 
would not say. 

615. Have you printed instructions? — Yes; 
but I do not think there is anything about the 
number of rainy days. 

616. Is it not the fact that considerably more 
rain falls in the south than in the north? — I 
should be afraid to say so. 

617. Do you not know it as a fact? — No. 

618. I think you will find it in your own 
instructions ? — I think not. 

619. Y'ou are also aware that a deduction is 
made where westerly winds prevail? — Climate 
is taken into account in the instruction book. 

0.57. 



620. Am I right in saying that where westerly Mr. 

winds prevail a deduction should be made from J.B. Greene. 
the value ? — Yes, if the valuers find that westerly . .. 

winds greatly prevail, or if they find any par- 9g.,P r 

. ticular local circumstance affecting the growing 9 ‘ 

of the crops, and retarding their coming to 
maturity ; wet, rain, or elevation, these things 
are taken into consideration. 

621. Are you not aware that these winds pre- 
vail very much in the south ? — They do. 

622. And if it be the fact that more rain falls 
in the south than in the north, and that these 
westerly winds prevail, would not that be one 
reason, to a certain extent, at all events, why 
the south was valued lower than the north? — 

That, of course, was taken into account, and 
would be taken again. 

623. I see your book says that “ the total 
average rainfall in Ireland throughout the year 
varies from 40 inches on the west coast to 33 
inches on the east? — Yes. 

624. And that “ on the lands exposed to 
westerly winds the crops are frequently injured 
in the months of August and September”? — Yes. 

625. <£ A suitable deduction should, therefore, be 
made for such lands, although their intrinsic 
value may be similar to that of land in more 
sheltered situations”? — Y'es. 

626. You agree with that ?.— Y’es. 

627. Y'ou were asked on the last occasion if 
you believed that the rents in the north were 2 s. 
in the pound higher than the valuations ? — Y’es, 

I stated so. 

628. Do you know that in the county of Cork 
the rents of certain landed proprietoi - s are not 
equal to the valuation ? — No ; I am not aware of 
that. 

629. Y'ou would be much surprised to hear 
that ? — Y'es ; there might be such a case in a 
particular farm, but I do not think it applies to 
any district. 

630. Take the case of a gentleman having 
5,000 l. a year, you would not believe it ? — No ; 
if you tell it me as a fact I believe it, but I do 
not know it. 

631. That would not be a test to guide the 
Committee ; that, because a landlord clid not let 
his land higher than the valuation, there ought 
to be a difference between the valuation of one 
province and another? — No. 

632. You were asked whether you were aware 
that taxation was paid upon rents in the north 
rather than upon the valuation? — I was. 

633. Are you aware of that from your own 
knowledge ? — No, I am not. 

634. Y'ou are not able to tell the Committee 
that that is the fact ? — I am not. 

635. I daresay you 'are well acquainted with 
what was paid for labour in the years when the 
south was valued ? — I do not think I could give 
the Committee much information on that subject. 

636. When did you first enter the office ? — In 
1850. 



637. Do you mean to say that you are not 
aware, from facts that have come before you, 
what was paid for labour in the south of Ireland 
in the yeare 1851 and 1852 ?— I cannot say as a 
fact; I think the amount must be very small. 

638. V ery small compared with what it is now ? 
— Certainly ; Now that youput the question to 
me I know that it was ; in Kerry, too, as well as 
in Cork. 



639. Of course in any opinion that you now 
give as to valuation, you would have to take the 
c ^ price 
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price of labour into account? — I r es, unquestion- 
ably. 

640. Have you the data upon which you made 
this calculation ? — I have not ; it was done several 
years ago when we were preparing for Mr. 
Childers’ Bill. 

641. Can you say whether you took the ques- 
tion of labour at all into account ? — I should say 
we did not. 

642. You gave us, on the last occasion, a state- 
ment of the purposes for which the valuation was 
used, they are very important, are they not? — Yes. 

643. Exceedingly important ? — Yes. 

644. The franchise depends very much upon 
the valuation? — Yes, it is based on it. 

645. Do you not know that there is a very 
great desire on the part of people in Ireland that 
the valuation should be so made as that they 
should have the franchise ? — Yes. 

646. I believe you are aware that the office of 
guardian is one which is very much desired by 
farmers ? — I have never thought of that or cared 
about it. 

647. You are aware that it does require a cer- 
tain qualification to be a guardian : — Yes. 

648. Can you tell what it is ? — I cannot. 

649. In some places is it as high as 30 Z. a 
year ? — I do not know what it is anywhere. 

650. You said in your last examination that 
the salaries were limited to a pound a day, ex- 
cept that of Sir Richard Griffith ? — Yes, I think 
that is specified in the Act. 

651. I think you also told the Committee that 
your own salary was 450 1. a year ? — Yes. 

652. If the salaries of officers could not exceed 
a pound a day, how was it that your salary was 
450 1. ?— They granted me, I forget when, 400 Z. 
a year. A pound a day is 365 Z. a year. 1 had 
350 Z. a year, and they made it 400 Z. on a repre- 
sentation made by Sir Richard Griffith, that there 
were extra duties in connection with the Landed 
Estates Court and private individuals. 

653. It was by a Treasury Minute? — Yes; 
they gave me the difference between 365 Z. and 
400 Z., that was 35 Z. When the Boundary 
Survey Act passed, I think in 1857, the duties 
connected with that and the Towns Improve- 
ment Act were thrown upon our office by the 
Lord Lieutenant, Lord Carlisle, who requested 
Sir Richard Griffith to undertake the boundaries 
and the division of the towns into wards. Sir 
Richard Griffith undertook this duty without any 
remuneration, and a good deal of it was thrown 
upon me, and he made an application to grant me 
50 Z. a year additional for that. 

654. You said that the city of Dublin was re- 
valued, and that there was a large addition made ? 
— The county of Dublin. 

655. Does not that include the city? — No; 
we have not touched the city. 

656. Do you know whether there was a revi- 
sion of the city of Dublin in 1860 ? — There has 
been a revision every year since it was com- 
pleted. 

657. Have you the valuation of Dublin, the 
gross amount ? — I believe it is in one of the 
printed returns. It must be about 554,000 Z. 

658. I believe that, in valuing a tenement in 
a city or town, you are much guided by the rent, 
and you endeavour to get from the landlord as 
frequently as you can, what the rent paid is ? — 
No, we do not, either in land or in buildings, go 
by the rent. We estimate what the rent ought 
to be. 



659. Be good enough to tell me if your valua- 
tion, generally speaking, is about a third off the 
rents ; have you ever ascertained that fact by 
inquiry in Dublin? — We take into account the 
rates, taxes, repairs, and insurance, and those 
things will, perhaps, bring it down to a third. I 
do not know that it would be a third off the rent. 
If a tenant has to do all the repairs and pay 
insurance, he will not give as high a rent as if 
these were paid for by the landlord. 

660. Are you aware that there was any com- 
plaint made with regard to the mode of the 
revision in the city of Dublin ? — No ; there were 
several memorials by the corporation of Dublin 
to the Lord Lieutenant to have a re-valuation, 
and they found that they could not do it under 
the existing Acts. 

661. I believe there were a great many persons 
discontinued or dismissed from the office ? — I 
think there were very few dismissed. 

662. What was the original number employed 
in the office before 1850 ? — When I was appointed 
in 1850, there were 237 persons employed. 

663. How many are there in the office now ? 
— N inety-eight. 

664. There were a great number dismissed, or 
whose services were not required ? — They were 
discontinued for want of employment. 

665. Did you establish certain degrees and 
orders of persons according to merit? — Yes; 
there is the Treasury classification, which I have 
handed in. 

666. Did you make that ? — I assisted ; I was 
consulted about it; I was not supreme. Sir 
Richard Griffith was there then. 

667. Yon assisted? — Certainly ; there is no 
doubt about it. 

668. Do you know a person of the name of 
Hayes ? — There was a Mr. Hayes in the office. 

669. James Hayes? — Yes. 

670. Was he in the office when you came 
there ? — I think he was ; I am not quite sure. 

671. Can you tell me when he was removed? 
— I cannot. 

672. He was removed ? — Yes. 

673. Do you know a Mr. McGarry ? — Yes. 

674. Was he removed? — He was. 

675. Do you know Mr. Lynam ? — Yes. 

676. He was removed ? — Yes; in 1851. 

677. Do you know a Mr. Conroy ? — He is in 
the office still. 

678. Mr. Joseph Conroy ? — No ; he has not 
been in the service since I joined it. 

679. Do you know whether any complaint was 
made in the office with regard to the revision of 
the city of Dublin ? — No. 

680. Mr. Stacpoole.~\ I believe the poor law 
valuation and the county cess valuation were 
different at one time, were they not ? — I think 
so. 

681. When was there one system for both? — 
The 15th and 16th Victoria' provided that there 
should be a uniform valuation for all purposes. 

682. You say that the valuation of land in the 
county of Clare ought to be increased 4 s. ? — 
Yes. 

683. I suppose you are aware that in Clare 
there is a portion of the county with different 
land from the other portion? — Yes. 

684. What they call the fattening land in the 
barony of Burren, and land in the middle not of 
the same quality? — Yes. 

685. If there was an addition, how would you 
manage between the valuation of one and the 

other? 
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0 th er v_ ' That would be the special duty of the the Ordnance valuation ?•— I could not answer Mr. 
valuator. The Kilfenora valuation would be in- the question. J- B. Greene. 

creased more than 4 s.. and the other perhaps less: 704. Do you know' of any property in Clare 

4s. would be the average. being let at the Orduance valuation, a large a 9*P ru 

686. Is it not the fact, that when the valuators estate? — I do not. 

•went to Clare, they were not well acquainted 705. When the revising valuator goes down to 
with the quality ot' the land in the Ivilfenora revise, if there is a house or fence built upon a 
district and that in some instances the valuation farm, does he increase the valuation of that farm 
was under what it ought to be? — That would in consequence of the house or fencing? — No, 
depend a good deal upon the quantity of stock, not the fencing. He would take into considera- 
That is aif element in valuing, to see the quantity tion the value of the house, 
of stock. If the land was not stocked well, they 706. Whether it was town or country ?— Y es. 
might fancy the ground was not able to bear so 707. He would not take into consideration the 
much stock’. ° fences ?— Certainly not. 

687. The land about the Kilfenora district is 708. Mr. Fitzioilliam Dick.] Did I understand 

what we call wintera° - e? — Y es. you to say that the number ot persons employed 

688. If there was to be a re-valuation, do you in your office was 98? — Yes. 

not think that the valuators ought to be sent 709. Is there full work for that number ? — At. 
down at both seasons of the year, so that they present there is. 

could judge ? I know that tliere is a growth of 710. Are all the tenements laid down and deli- 

"rass there all the year round; I dare say it neated on the maps in the office? — Yes. I ex- 
would be necessary to do that. plained that they arc all laid down : every tene- 

689. Is it the fact that in this part of the ment in Ireland. 

country there is a portion of the year when there 711. When changes of boundary take place, 
is very little stock kept on the land? — Yes. attention is called to them ? — We have them ex- 

690. It is kept for winterage? — Yes. aminedfon the ground and measured, and they 

691. 1'ou think that that portion of the coun- are marked on the map and corrected. 

try is not sufficiently valued ? — I think not. 712. Do you find that these maps are essential 

692. In the lower part of the country there is for general valuation purposes ? — I do not think 

another quality of land, called meadow land ? — an accurate valuation could be conducted without 
The “ Corcass" lands. maps. We never could ascertain the quanti- 

693. Do you think that that portion of the ties. 

county is low? — I think that is too low. 713. Do you find in your practice that the 

694. Not so low' in proportion to the upper public resort generally to the Valuation Office for 

part ? — It depends upon the quantity of stock, information as to the valuation of their property ? 
and the increase in the price of hay. These — The public resort very much to the office, and 
“ Corcass ” lands produce good strong meadow'. they place great reliance upon the valuation ser- 

695. You say that the lower part has very vice. 

little stock on it ? — They do not put stock on it, 714. Do land agents and solicitors avail them- 
but the price of meadow land is regulated by the selves to any great extent of the valuation and 
amount of stock to be fed. maps ? — Land agents and solicitors use them. 

696. You say that 4 s. is an average ? — Yes. We have communications from landed proprietors 

697. Have you told us how the valuators are and land agents, the first in the country, and 

appointed ; are they obliged to undergo a com- from solicitors in Dublin on the subject, stating 
petitive examination? — They are appointed under that they could not get on without them. 

Treasury regulations. If some of the former 715. Are they used in the case of all sales of 

hands were re-appointed, I presume they would landed property in Ireland, in the Encumbered 

be taken back without a competitive examina- Estates Court ? — In every instance where there 
tion, but I think any new' hands would have to is a sale they get a copy of the valuation of the 
undergo it ; indeed, the instructions are to that property as a guide for the judges in ascertaining 
effect. the value. Mr. McDonald, one of the chief ex- 

698. When these working valuators were ap- aminers in the court, stated that he would come 
pointed in the first, instance, was any inquiry here and give explanations to the Committee. He 
made as to whether they were capable of doing stated that 25,000,000 1. passed through his office 
the valuation?— Yes; Sir Richard Griffith made alone, and in every instance theygetthe valuation 
very minute inquiries. He accompanied them as a guide. 

at first himself. He had what were called check 716. I understand that the court requires 

valuers, and any new valuers were sent with copies of your maps ? — It does. 

these experienced hands to test their capabilities. 717. Who was the senior examiner? — Mr. 

699. You say that some valuators were re- McDonald. 

moved when the work was not sufficient for 718, Do you know his opinions about the trans- 
them? Yes. ferring of the annual revision? — I heard it 

700. "When vacancies occur, do you get the through an indirect channel. He told a friend of 

former men re-appointed ? — Some of them. We mine that he would be happy to appear before 
have several in the office at the present time this Committee, and give his views on the sub- 
who have been re-appointed. ject. 

701. Chairman.'] Was that the general rule? 719. Is it the fact that when application for 

y es - loans of money to insurance companies are 

<02. Mr. Stacpoole.] The vaulation was gene- made, they will not entertain them unless they 

rally a third under the amount which the land are accompanied by a copy of the valuation from 
would let for ? — I rather think it would be a fair your office ? — They will not. I may mention 
thing to say a fourth. _ the case of the Standard Insurance Company, 

703. You have been asked if you are aware of whose average loans in Ireland are about 50,000?. 
any property in the county of Cork being let at a year, and they will not entertain any applica- 
0 57 ■ C 4 tion 
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tier, unless they hav< a copy of the valuation of 
the property. 

720. What do the principal land agents and 
solicitors think about local revisors being ap- 
pointed ? — I have here a report, adopted by the 
council of the Incorporated Law Society of Ire- 
land on the 21st of April 1869, “That the ge- 
neral valuation of Ireland and annual revision 
thereof being now made by trained men on one 
uniform principle, and under the control of a 
central department, has required public confi- 
dence, and is of considerable value to proprietors 
of land and the legal profession, in dealing with 
sales, &c. That the maps in the office in which 
every tenement is accurately delineated, and of 
which copies can be had at moderate charges, are 
also of considerable value. That if the annual 
revision should be allowed to fall into the hands 
of local valuators, open to local influences, and to 
the suspicion of corruption, i+ would weaken pub- 
lic confidence, and impair its utility, besides 
larselv increasing the expense. That the above 
resolutions be forwarded to Mr. Bolton, and that 
he be informed the council is desirous that some 
of the body should be examined before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, as to the work- 
ing of the Valuation Office.” 

721. The O' Conor Don.'] To whom is that ad- 
dressed? — To Mr. Bolton. 

722. Is he a member of your society ? — I do 
not know. 

723. Mr. Dick.] You have been asked whether 
the poor-law valuation was in existence before 
the tenement valuation was made ? — It was. 

724. By whom was the poor-law valuation 
made ! — It was made by different parties ; the 
guardians employed local people to make it. 

725. Did the valuation possess public confi- 
dence, or was it generally adopted as a basis of 
transactions? — Not at all; I should say that it 
did not possess any confidence whatever. 

726. Do you know the opinion of the Poor 
Law Commissioners on the question of local 
valuators? — Yes; Mr. Alfred Power said that 
he would appear before the Committee if re- 
quired and give evidence. 

727. In addition to the elective franchise is 
not the list of juries made out by the baronial 
constables from their collecting books?— I sup- 
pose it is. 

728. Is not the amount of the license duties 
paid by publicans and grocers affected by the 
valuation of the premises ? — Yes ; that has given 
us much additional trouble, and the revenue has 
been increased by about 11,000 1. a -year beyond 
what it was before it was based upon our valu- 
ation. 

729. Chairman.] It is based on the valua- 
tion of their houses? — Yes; it is a graduated 
scale ; if a house is valued at 10 1. it is so much ; 
if at 50 1. it is probably double that ; there is a 
graduated scale from 5 l. to 50 1. and upwards. 

730. Are there any, and if any, what checks 
over the revisors? — A man goes into the country, 
perambulates and examines the new boundaries, 
and these are checked when they come back to 
the office ; he knows that he may not be sent 
there the following year ; that a new man may 
be sent, and he is cautions as to what he does, 
because there is that check. 

731. Are there many complaints against the 
revisors? — I think I stated that there are no 
complaints from Ireland as a whole ; if the Com- 
mittee could bear testimony about the manner in 



which our office is conducted I should be very- 
much pleased. 

732. Would local revisors have the power of 
altering the valuation of the internal divisions of 
every townland in Ireland? — Yes. 

733. What control would exist for checking 
these alterations ? — It has to be done over again 
and examined ; that is the best, control. 

734. Do you think where so many interests 
are concerned that it would he judicious to trust 
the revision to local officers ? — I certainly think 
it would be very injurious. 

735. On the whole what is your opinion as to 
the result of any great change in the present 
system of valuation and revision in Ireland; 
would it tend to lessen or to increase local taxa- 
tion ? — If they introduced a new' bill to re-value 
these counties I think it must have that tendency. 

736. Mr. Herbert.] Are you aware that in 
many places in the south of Ireland the valuation 
of lands in the mountain or remote districts of 
Kerry, and other counties of a similar quality, 
is made by one set of valuators at a much lower 
rate than by others? — I am not. If you gave 
me any particular instance I could tell you the 
circumstances affecting it. There have been a 
number of instances where the valuations have 
been reduced on appeal, and improperly re- 
duced. 

737. Do you know that the Valuators, who 
have been in the habit of valuing lands of the 
best quality, such as those in Roscommon and 
other counties, where they may have resided, are 
incompetent to value correctly lands in districts 
such as Kerry, and similar counties ? — C’crtainh - ; 
we had a class of valuers particularly adapted to 
mountain districts, because they understood the 
rearing of young stock, and what the mountains 
would bear ; they would not he fit to go iu such 
places as Corofin and Kilfenora. 

73S. Where did these gentlemen come from ? 
— From different parts of Ireland; some from 
Roscommon. 

739. Did they pass an examination? — I pre- 
sume they were examined by what we call the 
check valuers. 

740. As to their qualifications?— These were 
men in whom Sir Richard Griffith knew he could 
place confidence, and a new r man would be sent 
to one of those persons. He made his report, 
and said, “ This man is or is not fit for this kind 
of valuation.” 

741. A man might be unfit for one part of 
the county and yet be fit for another ? — Quite 
so. 

742. Have you heard of complaints of the 
unequal valuation of land of similar quality in 
several parts of the country ? — I have. 

743. Chairman.] You stated that you had an 
increase of salary on being appointed commis- 
sioner? — Yes. 

744. It was increased 400 1. a year ? — Yes. 

745. Making your salary at present 1,000 1. a 
year ? — 900 l. 

746. Did Sir Richard Griffith, when he re- 
signed the commissionership, give up any salary ? 
— I suppose he did. 

747. Do you know whether he .did ? — I do not 
know. 

748. I believe you said you were twice em- 
ployed in the survey ? — No ; only once. 

749. You were originally in the office ? — I was 
on the boundary survey. 

750. Managed by Sir Richard Griffith? — Yes. 

751. You 
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751. You were on the boundary survey three 
or four years ? — Yes. 

752. Then you came back at the request of 
Sir Richard Griffith ?— Yes, after 1 had com- 
pleted the work for Mr. Brunei, in the south and 
west of England. 

753. Was there a good deal of jealousy at your 
being brought back and put over the heads of 
people who were in the Valuation Office before 
you ? — I should say there was not the slightest 
jealousy. In the first place, Sir Richard Griffith 
put me at the work that the others were at. 

754. You have been promoted very much over 
the others?— I worked very hard for it. 

755. You say you have 98 persons in the office 
under you at this moment ? — 1 es, I have put the 
classification in. 

756. You say that they are fully employed? — 

I do. 

757. With what? — I cannot go through and 
tell vou the duties of every one of the 98 officers. 

7.58. If you have had your valuations and your 
revisions completed up to this date, what can 
these men have to do now ? — The revision is only 
in progress now. 

759. The revision for one year ? — The revision 
of this year is in progress, and it takes all the 
hands in the office to carry that out, and have it 
completed in time so as to begin again next year. 

760. You state, in the paper that you have 
put in, that there are certain counties in which 
you propose a considerable increase of valuation ? 
— 1 have put in a paper in which there is an in- 
crease proposed, in which, if there is to be a re- 
valuation, there must be an addition made. 

761. Amongst those counties Roscommon ap- 
pears ? — Yes. 

762. You propose to add os. in the pound? — 
Yes. 

763. Woidd you be surprised to hear that the 
letting value in Roscommon was very consider- 
ably under the valuation called “ Sir Richard 
Griffith’s valuation ” ? — I should. 

764. Would you be surprised to hear that an 
estate, the rental of which is about 15,000/., is 
valued at 17,000/. ; I allude to French Park ? — 
I do not know. 

765. Were there not several of your very best 
men either dismissed or pensioned, who were per- 
fectly capable of working? — There were several 
men dismissed whom, if we had a re-valuation 
and could get them, I should be glad to take 
back. 

766. Mr. Ayrton .] Do you mean that they 
were discontinued? — Yes; there were only six 
or seven men in the whole service dismissed. 

767. Chairman.'] Supposing these permanent 
offices to be got rid of, one object would be to 
employ some of these men ? — If you could find 
them. 

768. I see that the revision in Roscommon 
varies from 500/. to 700/. in different years? — 
It does. 

769. Are you aware that the grand jury of 
Roscommon had an offer to do that county and 
the second largest county in Ireland (Galway) 
for 500/. a year? — No; but I find that Mr. 
O’Reilly, who was formerly employed under Sir 
Richard Griffith, and dismissed about 1857, ap- 
peared before the grand jury committee and put 
in a return, in which he said that he would 
undertake to do so-and-so for the sum which you 
state. On adding up the total of his estimate 
for revising Ireland, it comes to between 10,000/. 

0.57. 



and 11,000/. The whole charge on the counties Mr. 
under the present system is 12,000/. J. 13. Greene. 

770. £.24,000 is the whole amount? — The n .. 

Treasury pay half, and the public get advan- "'1^' 

t ages which are certainly worth 12,000/. a year. 

771. Mr. O’Reilly was not the person who 
made the offer to us ; it was Mr. Lvnam ? — Mr. 

Lynam is a gentleman who was dismissed from 
the service in 1851. I can supply you with the 
particulars. 

772. Iu your office in Dublin, I see you have 
given rooms to your solicitor? — We have given 
a room. 

773. Have you not given rooms which were 
absolutely required for the duties of the office ? 

— No, they w'ere not. 

774. How did it happen that you took an 
additional office over Sir Richard Griffith’s 
stables with a brass plate on it, “ Valuation 
Office”?— We did not take any additional offices 
at all. Sir Richard Griffith had a portion of 
the house for the accountant, which he was 
allowed to have. If you will ask Sir Richard 
himself to explain these matters, I am sure he 
can do so very freely. 

775. I want to know from you whether the 
occupation of the solicitor "was not the cause of 
your wanting room ? — N o ; the solicitor is in the 
room, and he can give the Committee a very 
satisfactory explanation. 

776. I believe you were in the habit, in the 
case of every little paltry dispute on the valua- 
tion, of taking down your solicitor to the 
country ? — No, not for eveiy paltry dispute. 

777. It has been very often? — Never except 
it was necessary. 

778. Where there has been a dispute about > 
few shillings, you have gone to the expense of 
bringing down your solicitor and staff ; to the 
county of Kerry, for instance, or Mayo, instead 
of employing a local solicitor? — We never did 
such a thing as to Lake down our solicitor to any 
part of Ireland for a dispute of a few shillings. 

If it was a matter in which principle was con- 
cerned, and where it was necessary to maintain 
our valuation, we took down the solicitor and 
our witnesses, and had the ground re-valued. 

We went very carefully into it, and in all such 
cases economy has been uppermost in our 
thoughts. 

779. You are quite sure that you never did 
anything of the kind in the county of Kerry ? — 

Never. 

780. Your officers were originally remunerated 
by daily payments, but now there are salaries 
and pensions bringing up the expense to the 
counties to a considerable amount? — The 
salary of the solicitor, as I stated, is 300 /. a 
year. 

781. Is it not paid by the counties ? — £. 150 
is paid by all Ireland. 

782. Mr. Stacpoole.] Has he office expenses 
besides ? — No. 

783. Is he allowed clerks? — No. 

784. The solicitor is only paid 300 /. a year ? — 

Yes. 

785. Chairman.] What are the provision of the 

Act with respect to the increase or diminution in 
the establishment, the increase or diminution of 
salaries and with respect to pensions and gratui- 
ties? — They are stated in the 23rd Viet. c. 4, 
s. 4 and 5. “ Upon the death, resignation, or 

removal of such commissioner of valuation, or any 
other commissioner of valuation hereafter to be 

D appointed, 
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Mr. appointed, it shall be lawful for the Connnis- 
J.B.Grcenc. sioners of Her Majesty's Treasury from time to 

, time to nominate and appoint one other fit and 

^Apnl proper person to he commissioner of valuation for 
3809. tl )e several counties in Ireland, who shall hold 
sucli office during the will and pleasure of the 
said commissioners, and who shall carry into effect 
the provisions of the said recited Act, and of this 
Act, at such times and in such manner, and under 
such regulations as such commissioners of Her 
Majesty's Treasury shall order or appoint. It 
shall be lawful for any such commissioner of 
valuation continued or appointed under this Act, 
with the approval of the Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, upon the death, resignation, 
or removal of any of the other persons aforesaid, 
continued by this Act, to appoint from time to 
time such person or persons as he may deem 
necessary to assist him in carrying into effect the 
provisions of the said Acts, and from time to time 
to remove any such person or persons, and to ap- 
point any other person or persons to act in the 
place and stead of the person or persons so re- 
moved ; and such person or persons so continued 
or to be appointed shall he entitled to receive 
such salary, with such allowances for travelling, 
hotel, and other expenses, not exceeding the 
salary allowances fixed by the said first recited 
Act, as may from time to time be fixed by the 
Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury ; and 
on the discontinuance of his or their office, or 
offices, or removal therefrom, such person or per- 
sons shall he entitled to such superannuation, 
pension, or allowance, as the Commissioners of 
Her Majesty’s Treasury may determine.” 

786. On whose recommendation do the Trea- 
sury act in these matters? — On the recommen- 
dation of the commissioner of valuation. 

787. You have made an estimate of the re-va- 
luation of three-fourths of Ireland for 50,000 1 . ; 
I suppose you have gone into details, and could 
tell, if required, the number of surveyors, clerks, 
&c., required for the purpose ? — W e have not 
gone into that detail, but taking a certain num- 
ber of counties per yeai', we have ascertained 
that by using the present staff, who are working 
up the annual revision, we can do it for that sum. 

788. With your present staff? — And with 
temporaiy hands taken back, I am satisfied 
that we could do it for the amount stated. I 
think that Sir Richard Griffith and I and the 
officers are able to form a good opinion of what 
it could be done for, and within what time. 

789. You have at present 98 persons employed 
of all classes ? — Of all classes. 

790. Have you ever considered the number of 
valuators you would require for all Ireland : I 
suppose you have considered that in the tenement 
valuation? — Yes, by reference to the past; hut 
it would he no criterion of the number now- We 
calculated formerly that a valuator could do 
100,000 acres a year; but we can get three times 
as much work as that done. 

791. Mr. He>bert.~\ Did you ever hear of com- 
plaints as to the expense of the valuation from 
the grand juries in the counties of Ireland or 
otherwise ? — I have heard of complaints from 
Roscommon and Mayo, not from any others. 

792. Not of any kind ? — Not that I recollect, 
except from Roscommon and Mayo. 

793. Mr. Stacpoole.] I believe the grand jury 
have no appeal as to the expenses ; they are 
obliged to pay the amount ?— It is a compulsory 
presentment. 



794. Chairman.'] I believe you had a corre- 
spondence with the grand jury of Roscommon ? 
— Yes, I should like to bring the resolution be- 
fore the Committee. 

795. Mr. Dick.] What resolution ? — The reso- 
lution passed at the last assizes. 

796. By the grand jury of Roscommon? — 

797. Chairman.] You were written to to send 
returns to the grand jury, and you did not com- 
ply with the request? — No. 

798. Mr. Herbert.] Suspose the grand jury 
wrote asking for information, would you give it? 
— We should give every information in our 
power. 

799. Mr. Aryton.] Will you read the resolu- 
tion to which you refer? — These are the reso- 
lutions, as printed in a Dublin paper : “ The 
County Roscommon Grand Jury and the Go- 
vernment Valuation Office. The following reso- 
lutions have been unanimously adopted by the 
grand jury of this county at the late assizes, 
copies of which have been forwarded to the 
Government: 1st. We are not aware of any 
system of ‘striping,’ exclusively carried out by 
the landed proprietors of this county. 2nd. That 
it was admitted by the superintendent of valua- 
tion, in his evidence before a Committee of the 
House of Commons during last session, that the 
expense of the annual revision was a fixed sum, 
nineteen-twentieths of which were independent 
of the changes made in the boundaries of farms, 
and therefore not dependent on this supposed 
system of ‘ striping.’ 3rd. That we have not 
been afforded the means of satisfying ourselves 
as to the quantity of work performed in deter- 
mining the actual changes arising from the con- 
solidation and division of holdings ; the returns 
ordered by Parliament last year embracing this 
question, ‘ How many holdings of land have been 
altered or revised in the field ? ’ not having been 
furnished, although been the most important 
part of the revision, and the most necessary to 
6 how the amount of labour as compared with the 
cost. 4th. That with regard to the applotments, 
we apprehend that the system adopted by the 
valuation authorities has been erroneously con- 
ceived, as to the correct principle on which, they 
should be carried out. According to Mr. 
Greene’s evidence before a Committee of the 
House of Commons last year, lines of division 
where alterations occur are' simply laid down 
on the Ordnance maps by the revisors, with 
which their duty in the field in the field ceases, 
the computation of areas and values being sub- 
sequently determined by draftsmen in the Valu- 
ation Office, from the original valuation books and 
maps, which is entirely fallacious, as no correct 
valuation can possibly be made except on the 
lands, so as to apportion a fair share of an already 
fixed value, according to the qualities of the soil, 
to the different parties concerned. 6th. That we 
believe (from the evidence given before the Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons last year, and 
from other sources of information) that great ex- 
travagance of expenditure exists in the valuation 
service, and that, under a different system, a 
great saving could be effected to the Govern- 
ment and to the country, and that the evidence 
to which the superintendent (now the commis- 
sioner) of valuation has committed himself so 
deliberately and circumstantially, is, with respect 
to the public interests, very unsatisfactory. 7th. 
That we are of opinion that nothing less than a 

complete 
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complete abolition of the present system, and the 
introduction of a new one founded on economic 
and equitable principles, and in strict accordance 
with justice to the ratepayers and cesspayers 
generally will ever satisfy the country. 8th. 
’That we therefore trust the Government will 
take the case of the general Valuation Service 
into their earliest consideration, and devise some 
legislative measure, such as will be calculated to 
relieve both themselves and the country from 
the grevious recklessness of expenditure, as well 
as injudicious management as to operations and 
duties which characterise that department. 
Adopted. (.Signed) Fitz. French, Foreman.” 

800. Mr. Pollard- Lrquhart.] What is the 
meaning of “ striping ” ? — When people have 
emigrated, having several holdings, one man with 
a field here and another there, the proprietors 
have adopted a system of running a straight line 
through, perhaps, a dozen holdings, making new 
fences, and letting them off in a new shape. It 
is a mode of redistribution. 

801. Mr. Ayrton.'] What do you say to those 
resolutions? — They are very sweeping. 

802. 'The O' Conor Don.] Was there not some 
communication made from the Valuation Office 
to the grand jury of Roscommon, in the first in- 
stance 7 — Certainly not, that I am aware of. 

803. There was no letter sent to the secre- 
tary of the grand jury emanating from the Valu- 
ation Office, to which this is an answer ? — There 
was the usual account that the Act requires 
of the expenditure for the half year. 

804. But there was no letter addressed to the 
secretary of the grand jury from your office ? — 
A piinted circular goes to every grand jury at 
each assize ; that is the only letter I addressed. 

805. Irrespective of that printed circular con- 
taining the details of the annual revision, there 
was no letter sent to the secretary of the grand 
jury from your office ? — No. 

806. You are perfectly certain of that? — To 
the best of my recollection. 

807. Could it have happened without your 
knowledge ? — No. 

808. Could a letter have been written in your 
name to the secretary of the grand jury of the 
county of Roscommon relating to matters con- 
nected with the annual revision? — No; I had 
no occasion to write to the secretary of the grand 
jury, unless he communicated with me in the 
first instance, and I do not recollect that he did. 

809. You are not aware that two years ago the 
grand jury passed a short resolution complaining 
of the expense of the annual revision ? — Yes, I 
think they did. 

810. And that resolution was sent, I believe, 
through the Chief Secretary of Ireland to your 
office ? — Yes, now I recollect it. It was about 
two years ago. 

811. And you wrote an answer? — Yes. 

812. And that was directed to the secretary 
of the grand jury of Roscommon? — I thought 
you spoke of a letter written by me at the last 
assizes. 

813. I did not say a word about the last 
assizes? — This resolution was passed at the last 
assizes, and you asked me if it referred to a letter 
that I wrote, and I said I did not recollect it. 
Now I recollect that two years ago there was a 
resolution passed by the grand jury of Roscom- 
mon, and sent to the Chief Secretary. The Chief 
Secretary wrote to Sir Richard Griffith, who was 
the Commissioner at that time, and he and I 

0.57. 



prepared the answer which was sent back to him ; Dir. 
it must have gone from him to the secretary of J.B. Greene 
the grand jury. ~ — 

814. You are not aware when that answer 2 9 ";P r ' 
reached the grand jury of Roscommon ? — I sup- l80 0- 
pose they did not keep it in the Castle at Dublin 

after I sent it. I may observe that the grand 
jury, as soon as their business is over, become 
dispersed. This letter might have been sent a 
year ago, and it must have lain in the secretary’s 
office until the following assizes, when 1 suppose 
it was produced. 

815. I merely want to know if these resolu- 
tions, which go into so much detail, are answers 
to a letter received from the Valuation Office? — 

I do not know ; I know what view the public 
took of those resolutions ; that they were very 
personal, and no other grand jury in Ireland 
followed the same course, although the resolutions 
were published in the papers. 

816. The Committee at its first meeting called 
for certain returns with respect to the townland 
valuation of Ireland, and the tenement valuation, 
those returns you have not furnished ? — 1 have 
not furnished the townland valuation, because I 
could not do it. 

817. You have not furnished the tenement 
valuation according to the order ? — No. 

818. The return asked for was, first, with 
respect to the townland valuation, the total ai'ea 
and valuation in the several baronies in each 
county, the name and pay of the valuator who 
made the valuation, and the date of the publica- 
tion of the valuation ; could you not furnish to 
the Committee any of those items? — We could 
not furnish to the Committee the valuation in 
baronies, because it was not made in baronies ; 
the townland valuation was made in baronies. 

819. I am speaking first with respect to the 
townland valuation. You say that you are 
unable to furnish the Committee with the infor- 
mation which it sought with respect to the town- 
land valuation ? — Yes. 

820. Are you unable to furnish from the office 
any of those items to which I have referred ? — It 
is all printed, the area and valuation of every 
barony made under the townland valuation. 

821. Every barony separately ? — Yes; it is in 
the Library of the House of Commons and the 
Library of the House of Lords. 

822. The only portion which you could not 
furnish is the portion with respect to the name 
and pay of the valuators? — We could not do 
that ; the date of publication is in the printed 
book ; it contains the area and the valuation of 
land and buildings, but we could not give the 
pay of the valuator, or the date when he went 
into a barony and left it. 

823. You could have given to the Committee 
all the information except that which related to 
the pay and name of the valuator ? — Yes. 

824. And with respect to the tenement valua- 
tion, you omitted in the return which you gave 
the Committee this same item, the name ana the 
pay of the valuator ? — We did. 

825. Therefore you have given, with respect 
to the tenement valuation, only the same infor- 
mation which you now state you could have 
given with regard to the townland valuation ? — 

We have given the date of publication and the 
date of issue. 

826. You say you could have given that with 
respect to the townland valuation ? — That inform 
mation has been given. The baronies are all 

d 2 +■ bound 
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bound up in one book, which can be produced. 
The townland valuation is published in three 
volumes, giving all the information except the 
name of the valuator and his pay. 

827. The reason why you did not give that 
information to the Committee was, that it was 
already easily accessible to the public? — Yes. I 
might have brought over the book with me. It 
is in three volumes. 

828. You say it is in three volumes? — Yes; 
there is a valuation of each townland, and at the 
end there is an abstract giving the valuation of 
each barony in every county. 

S29. That abstract was asked for by the Com- 
mittee, in addition to the name and pay of the 
valuator, and you did not furnish the abstract to 
the Committee, because you stated that you 
were unable to give the information ? — Unable 
to give all the information that was asked. 

830. The only portion which you were not 
able to give being the name and pay of the 
valuator ? — The name and pay of the valuator. 

831. And that, you say, there are no means of 
obtaining in the office? — Not without an enor- 
mous amount of labour, unless you fix a date. 
The payment was always fluctuating ; the valua- 
tion commenced over 40 years ago, and to find 
out now the name and pay of the valuators that 
were employed would be extremely difficult. 

832. Do you know when the townland valua- 
tion commenced? — The Act for commencing it 
passed in 1826 ; I suppose it must have com- 
menced soon after that. 

833. You do not know anything farther than 
that ? — No. 

834. You are not aware that it commenced in 
1830 ? — I am not aware. 

835. Is not all the information which you have 
given in this return, as to the tenement valua- 
tion, in Thom’s Almanack ? — I do not know ; I 
could not answer the question. 

836. The only return you have given to the 
Committee is one that is quite different from 
that which was asked for ? — 1 am not aware of 
it. 

837. The Committee asked for the total area 
and valuation of land and buildings in each 
barony in Ireland? — Yes. 

838. You have given a return of a totally 
different character, the area and valuation of land 
and buildings in each union in Ireland ? — Because 
you have connected that with the date of publi- 
cation and the date of issue, and as Ireland was 
not valued in baronies we could not do that; 
Ireland was valued, according to one of these 
blue books, in unions ; I explained that the only 
portion valued in baronies was Dublin, Kilkenny, 
and Cork. 

839- Then the difficulty in giving these re- 
turns in baronies would be that portions of the 
baronies came out at different times, being 
divided into different unions? — Yes; the greater 
portion of the tenement valuation was never pub- 
lished in baronies at all. 

840. I find by the return which you have 
given to the Committee that the unions were 
printed at different times : taking the very first 
union, I see you have set opposite the heading 
“ Date of printing ” no less than five different 
dates, showing that the union was not printed all 
at one time ? — I do not know about five different 
times ; I think there is a note at the head of the 
return showing the cause of that. 

841. The note at the head of the return is 



“ The date of printing represents the dates on 
which the portions of the unions in different 
counties or baronies, as the case might be, were 
printed”; does not that show that these unions 
were not printed altogether at one time? — It 
shows that some of them, a few of them, were 
not. 

842. Looking over the return, it seems to me 
that that is so with the great majority ? — Where 
the unions run into different counties the Act 
required us to send the portion of the union that 
was published to the treasurer of each county, 
and we did not send the whole portion of the 
union of one county to the treasurer of a county 
that did not want it ; wherever a union extends 
into two counties it was published separately. 

843. Then the difficulty which you stated as 
existing, for giving this return fin the baronial 
form existed also with respect to giving it in the 
union form ? — No, it did not. 

844. Mr. Ayrton.'] Except in these cases that 
are mentioned? — Yes. 

845. In that case it is not baronial but only 
has reference to a part of the union being in one 
county and part of the union in another ? — 
Ex actly. 

846. The O’ Conor Don.] Are there no means 
in the office of ascertaining when the different 
tenement baronial valuations were completed ? — 
No, not without much labour. I have ascer- 
tained that there are 4,000 field-books, or more. 
These books have gone to the store, and every- 
one would have to be taken out and examined to 
see the name of the valuator, when he entered 
a barony or union, and when he left it. They 
were taken away frequently from the baronies 
and sent to check the valuation in another dis- 
trict. "When a number of appeals were got up, 
the man was taken away from his union, and he 
had to come back and resume. As there are 
4,000 field-books to be examined, the work might 
be done about this day twelve months. 

847. These field-books are tenement field- 
books ? — Yes. 

848. What do you mean by their being in 
store ? — In the store attached to our office in 
Dublin, where the records are kept. 

849. Stored up as old records ? — Yes. 

850. Not in ordinary use at all ? — They are re- 
ferred to every day. If a field-book is wanted, 
it is taken out, and put back again. 

851. The office is at present divided into de- 
partments ? — Yes. 

852. There are seven departments in the 
office ? — Yes. 

853. Exclusive of what I would call the heads 
of the establishment? — Yes. 

854. I do not find your name in the return, 
but I suppose you, as Commissioner, are over all 
these departments? — Yes. 

855. You superintend the whole of them ?— 
Yes. 

856. Would you explain to the Committee, as 
briefly as you can, the nature of your duties in 
connection with these departments? — There is 
constant reference to me in case of any question 
arising relating to the value of any property that 
is affected ; I do not know that I can describe my 
duties, they are so numerous ; I fix the district 
for a man to go into ; I take it upon myself to 
direct him to go to Cork or wherever else I think 
he is most suited for. I keep a record in my 
office, a coloured map, showing the date when * 
man goes out, and the date on which he Corn- 
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pletecl liis field work, and when he comes back I 
have the books examined and a report made to 
me of the state of his work, and I go minutely 
into anything that may require my examination. 

I undertake myself to carry out the re-valuation 
of railways, canals, and things not done by local 
revisors ; I give a portion of the re-distribution 
of the valuation of a railway for each poor-law 
union : I carry on a very large correspondence, 
and my duties are very numerous. 

857. I wish particularly to know how far your 
duties extend to the superintending the heads of 
these different departments, or what is the actual 
control that each head of a department has under 
you, over those that arc under him ? — He obeys 
my directions; he comes to me and takes 
orders. 

857*. Do all orders to subordinates pass through 
him, or do you deal directly with the subordi- 
nates ? — I deal directly with the head. 

858. Then the head of each department deals 
with the gentlemen placed under him? — Yes; 
occasionally I visit the rooms, and go through to 
see how they are working. 

859. You visit each of these rooms in which 
there is a separate department carried on, with 
a view to seeing that the whole service is carried 
on on a uniform system? — Yes. 

860. I suppose if there were a departure from 
this system in any particular room, you would 
become aware of it ? — These persons would be 
neglecting their duty if they did not communi- 
cate it. 

861. If they neglect their duty, have you the 
means of finding them out? — Not very well; 
but if they neglect their duty, next year another 
party goes over the ground, and if there are any 
mistakes, they are put before me. 

862. How often do you visit these different 
departments, and superintend the work carried 
on? — I cannot say; not oftener than I think 
necessary. 

863. Once a year, or once a month, or once a 
week ? — One of the superintendents is here, and 
he will tell you about the supervision I have over 
them. 

864. How long has this classification in depart- 
ments, as given in this return, been in existence ? 
— Ten or 12 or 14 years. It was arranged by 
Sir Richard Griffith. 

865. That was before the tenement valuation 
ceased? — Yes, before it was completed, long 
before. 

866. After the completion of the tenement 
valuation, I think you stated that there was a 
large number of hands dismissed or discontinued? 
— Yes. 

867. I think you stated that you had 237 
hands ? — Yes. 

868. The number of hands now in the office is 
about half that number ? — Less than half. 

869. Could you tell the Committee whether 
the number of those heads of departments has 
been diminished, or have you the same number of 
superintendents now that you had at that time ? 
— They are less now by two. Mr. George 
McCormick used to have a division. 

870. He is at present the head of a division? 
- — Ho ; he has a special duty connected with the 
Landed Estates Court and certificates. 

871. He has officers serving under him ? — Two 
occasionally. 

872. He has charge of no department such as 
the others have ? — It is a special duty. 

0.57. 



873. Is there any other gentleman not now 

employed as head of a department? — I do not J.B. Greene. 
recollect any other at present. 

874. Do you think, now that the hands in the 2g April 
office have been diminished more than half, that 1 86g. 
it is necessary to keep up the same number of 
superintendents as were fonnerly required? — I 

think it quite advisable to keep up the present 
number, for they have ample work, and I think 
they are necessaiy to keep a supervision over the 
other hands. 

875. I suppose each of these superintendents 
formerly had to look over nearly twice as many 
hands as he has now ? — Hot altogether. The 
valuers, when they were valuing, did their own 
work. When a man had finished a union or dis- 
trict, he came to town and was allotted a couple 
of clerks or so to assist him in preparing his work 
before he handed it over to be copied for the 
press ; so that the valuers did a portion of the 
business themselves in the office independently of 
the superintendents. 

876. The superintendents at that time did not 
superintend the valuations ? — Ho. 

877. They merely superintend the revision? 

— The office duties in connection with the valua- 
tion, copying maps, preparing field-books, and 
so on. 

878. You had not, at that time, a greater 
number of hands in the office engaged at that 
work than you have now? — Mr. McCormick was 
one. 

879. With that exception? — With that excep- 
tion the superintendents had not so much to do 
then as they have now, because the check valuers 
were brought to town, and did their own portion 
of the work. 

8S0. At all events, you believe that this large 
number of superintendents is necessary for over- 
looking the work of these subordinates ? — Yes, I 
think these persons are necessary. 

881. There are seven? — I think there are only 

882. There is Mr. Pattison and Mr. McMeikan 
in Dublin ? — That is only one person ; we do not 
count the other. Dublin is a peculiar place. It 
requires constant revision, and we keep Mr. 

McMeikan always there. There is in Dublin 
. what we call a collector general of rates. All 
rates are struck in glcibo on the 1st of January 
every year. A totally different system is pursued 
in other places, except Belfast. Dublin is such 
a troublesome place that we are obliged to keep 
one person continually going over it. 

883. That only shows that Dublin city and 
county are sufficiently important to form a de- 
partment of themselves ? — You will see that 
there are only six persons in charge ; the other 
is only a clerk with a salary of 150 1. a-year. 

884. What do you call these officers ? — Divi- 
sional superintendents. 

885. You have told us with respect to the 
tenement valuation that these divisional superin- 
tendents did not superintend the work of that 
valuation? — When it was handed over to them 
from the valuators, they superintended in pre- 
paring for the press, and the examination of the 
press. 

886. But they did not superintend the work 
of the valuator in any way? — No ; the valuator 
generally came to town and prepared his own 
work. 

887. Who was it that looked after the valuator, 

and saw that he did this work in the manner in 
D 3 -f- which 
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Mr. which he was dircted to do it? — Sir Richard 
J.B. Greene. Griffith himself looked after it. 

888. That being so, would you explain shortly 

■ 2 y April to the Committee" the way in which this valua- 
1869. tion was carried on? — What do you mean by 
carried on ? 

889. What instructions did you give a valuator 
when you sent him down to value; what was 
the first step taken when you were about to 
value a particular barony, or county, or union ? 
— Sir Richard Griffith had experienced trained 
valuators under the old townland valuation, 
persons who understood the system thoroughly 
well ; and when he required a greater number of 
valuators, he sent these men for training to the 
experienced old ones into the field. I believe 
Sir Richard Griffith at first accompanied them 
himself. He stayed perhaps a couple of days 
with each man, and then returned to town, and 
waited for a report from Mr. Boyan or Mr. 
Ryan, or whoever the check valuer was. When 
a man was reported as being qualified, he was 
assigned a district, and after he had been two or 
three months at the district, a check valuer was 
sent to check his work, and to see whether he was 
going on satisfactorily or not. If he was reported 
as doing a sufficient quantity of work, and the 
work was found right, he was continued. 

890. What did you furnish to him when you 
sent him down to this particular district ? — He 
was furnished with a field-book, in which there 
were references to the map. 

891. You furnished him, I suppose, in the 
first instance, with an Ordnance map ? — Yes ; and 
with a field-book corresponding with the map. 

892. When he was furnished with this field- 
book and map, what was the next step he had to 
take in the country ? — He had to go on the land 
and value it ; the areas of each tenement were 
given to him. 

893. Was he to value the whole area together 
as one, or to divide the area, and value the 
portions separately? — If it was a farm of 30 
acres, and there were three or four qualities of 
soil, he had to take his ivory scale, and draw a 
line showing each quality in pencil on his map. 
Then he had to take with his horn scale the area 
of that. He would do all this in the field. Then 
he would price the qualities until he had made 
up the 30 acres, and so produce the valuation. 

894. Wou'd he produce the valuation in one 
bulk sum, or would he write down in the book 
the separate value of each of tbe component parts 
of the tenement? — He would write down the 
separate valuation in the book. 

895. The tenement field-book, then, would 
contain the separate value of each particular 
quality of soil ?— It would. 

896. In each tenement? — Yes, and the map 
would show the subdivisions forming that. 

897. The map would show the boundaries of 
each particular quality of soil ? — Yes, within the 
farm. 

898. You have in the field-book exactly the 
amount of each quality of soil, and the boundary 
of that quality upon the map? — We have. 

899. After the valuation was conducted in this 
manner by the particular valuator you speak of, 
you say a check valuator was sent down ? — Yes. 

900. What was the duty of this check valuator ? 
— Generally to draw a straight line through a 
man’s district, so that he would cut through dif- 
ferent town lands and different qualities; then 
he would make up his valuation, and compare it 



with the other; instead of going over a lavo'e 
district to value it again, this plan was adopted, 
and we found it a good and economical one, that 
of drawing a straight line and going over a number 
of town lands of different varieties or qualities of 
soil. 

901. The first valuator valuing each farm on 
its own basis, and quite distinct from all others in 
the neighbourhood? — No; no man could carry 
on a valuation in that way, valuing this farm and 
then that; the whole was valued upon a system, 
on a scale, so that the whole might be uniform ; 
he would not value one farm and then value 
another upon a different basis ; he had reference 
to the quality of the soil. 

902. I understood you to say that he valued 
each field separately, according to the quality of 
the soil ? — He entered each quality of soil sepa- 
rately in a book ; he did the same thing to the 
next farm, and he carried out a uniform prin- 
ciple ; if, on going to the next farm, he found 
the same quality of soil, he would put the same 
price. 

903. What means were taken for insuring 
that the valuators, in doing this work that you 
have explained, went upon the instruction book 
of 1853, the geological examination ? — I do not 
say anything about the geological examination ; 
I have the instructions here that were issued. 

904. What means were takeD for securing 
that those instructions were acted upon ; could a 
valuator have departed from these instructions 
without its being discovered at the office? — If 
he departed from those instructions, the public 
had the opportunity by appeal of setting any- 
thing right. The instructions, published in 1853, 
were originally made up of the instructions 
issued from 1844 up to that time ; they were 
put together in 1853, and compiled into one 
book. 

905. But before 1853 the valuation was carried 
on under different Acts, and on different prin- 
ciples? — As far as instructions go, in regard to 
surveyors and valuers, practically any tenement 
valuation must be conducted upon one system, 
whether based upon the pi’ice of wheat or not. 
If you look into the Act 15 & 16 Yict. c. 63, 
you will find it directed that all the valuations 
made under any previous Act shall be brought 
down to the scale contained in that Act ; and 
that was done. 

906. That was done with respect to the tene- 
ment valuation ? — Yes. 

907. Are you speaking of valuations con- 
ducted since 1844 ? — I know nothing about 
them. The first instructions were those signed 
by Lord Eliot in 1844, when the first tenement 
valuation commenced. 

908. That commenced in 1844 ? — Yes, I think 
so ; after the report made in that year. 

909. You would not be certain ? — No. 

910. You are not aware that the Tenement 
Valuation Act was passed in 1846 ? — I am aware 
of this, that the instructions signed by Lord 
Eliot were dated 1844. 

911. Those instructions, you say, were acted 
upon in making the valuation ? — In commencing 
it. 

912. And in carrying it on? — Until the 15 & 
16 Viet, passed. Then whatever was done in that 
valuation was reduced to the standard of that 
Act. 

913. What means were taken for ascertaining 
that the valuators acted on those instructions ? — 

. There 
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There was sufficient supervision to know that 
they did, and the proof of it was this, that wher- 
ever any baronies or unions were published the 
scale was reduced. 

914. You state that certain instructions were 
given to the valuators, and that there were suffi- 
cient checks to ensure their acting upon those 
instructions ; I want to know what those checks 
were ? — I can only say that the same checks 
adopted at that time were adopted under the 
Tenement Valuation Act. Trained men were 
sent to examine, and check valuators were sent 
after them to examine the work, and to report 
whether they were going on all right. 

935. Of your certain knowledge, a 11 these valua- 
tors received these or similar instructions when 
they were sent down to the county to value the 
land ? — All those that are printed. I presume 
Sir Richard Griffith and Lord Eliot did not pre- 
pare the instruction without giving them to the 
valuators. 

916. Since you have been at the valuation 
office, every valuator has been directed to value 
under the instructions in that printed book ? — 
Yes. 

917. And to the best of your belief he has 
acted on those instructions ? — Yes. 

915. After this valuation has been made as 
vou describe, and checked, it came to the office 
1 suppose ?— Yes. 

919. Was it printed then for appeals? — Yes, 
after it went through an examination in the 
office, and all the maps had been compared and 
the house valuations inserted; they had to be 
inserted by clerks in the office in the right 
column and then sent to press. 

920. After the appeals were heard, a valuation 
was published for assessment purposes ? — Then 
it was issued in manuscript. 

921. To whom? — To the poor-law guardians 
and the treasurers of counties. 

922. It was never printed after that? — No; it 
would be too expensive to print a second time. 

923. At the termination of the valuation you 
had the field books of the valuators and the maps 
which they used in making the valuation ; and it 
is from these tenement field books and the maps 
that applotments of the annual revision takes 
place ? — It is. 

924. You mentioned that the original town- 
land valuation was used as a check in the making 
of this tenement valuation ? — Yes, I am sure it 
must have been used. Where they had the 
townland field books, I am certain that the va- 
luators and others in the office compared the 
statements, and if there was any great discre- 

ancy in a valuation recently done, there must 
ave been a re-examination. 

925. You did not furnish the townland va- 
luation to the valuators when you sent them down 
to make the tenement valuation ? — No. 

926. Any check of the tenement valuation by 
the townland valuation was done in the office? 
— Yes, I think so. 

927. The only check, as I understand it, upon 
the expense of the annual revision, is the check 
of the superintendents in the office ? — Yes. 

928. There is no local check either by the 
board of guardians or the grand juries, or any one 
else ? — No. 

929. It would be quite possible that work 
might be charged for to a particular county, 
which was not done for that county, without the 
grand jury or the board of guardians knowing any- 



thing about it ? — It might be, but it never has 
been. 

930. The board of guardians have no machinery 
for investigating the return sent down to them ? 
— No. 

931. You mentioned on the last occasion, that 
the county of Dublin had been re-valued with- 
out an Act of Parliament ? — Yes. 

932. And that the expense of valuation was 
charged in the annual revision?— Yes. 

933. In that case the grand jury of the county 
of Dublin had no means of knowing that they 
were paying for the expense of a valuation and 
not of a revision? — Not by any official commu- 
nication ; but our valuators visited their houses, 
called upon them, and told them what they were 
doing, and got their assistance. 

934. There was no official knowledge before 
local authorities that they were paying for any- 
thing but an annual revision ? — No. 

935. Do you believe that any means could be 
devised by which the parties in the country could 
know for what they were paying, so as to have 
an opportunity of exercising a check over the 
expenditure ? — I think there could. 

936. Will you explain in what way ? — I give a 
return of the number of days every man i3 em- 
ployed in connection with a county, his name, 
and his pay. 

937. Would you give that return to each par- 
ticular union? — I give it to the grand jury of 
every county. 

938. Would you not think it better to give 
such information to the board of guardians, who 
would be more particularly acquainted with the 
work ? — No. In the first place the grand juries 
present the money, and I think they would in- 
vestigate the matter more closely. 

939. Do you think that they have the means of 
investigating in the same way that the board of 
guardians would have ? — I am not able to give 
an opinion as to whether the board of guardians 
or the grand jury of the county would be the 
best to do it; we can give the information to 
either or bo+h. 

940. You think it would be sufficient to give 
the name and the pay of the valuators, and the 
number of days they were employed ? — If there 
is any other check I do not see why it could not 
be given. 

941. Do you not think it would be useful 
to furnish to the board of guardians or the grand 
jury the actual number of tenements that the 
revisor went over, and the work which he per- 
formed upon these tenements ? — It would be ex- 
pensive to keep all those records and details; 
it might be done : and I do not see any objec- 
tion to it, if it is of any use. 

942. If the board of guardians had an account 
furnished of the number of tenements revised 
and the expense of the revision, do you not think 
that they would be able to exercise a check over 
the expense ? — I think not ; I think they would 
be just as wise as they were before, for most of 
the work is done in the office in Dublin. 

943. I suppose that these revising officers and 
assistants are frequently changed from one de- 
partment to another? — Yes, we do change them 
about. 

944. According as you think proper yourself? 
— Exactly. 

945. I perceive that the salaries of these gen- 
tlemen are very different; some of them are 
high, and some of them are very low ; I suppose 

D 4 4— that 
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that depends upon length of service? — Leugtli 
of service has never been altogether taken into 
account by Sir Bichard Griffith ; he has taken 
length of service into consideration, combined 
with skill and ability. 

946. At all events the salaries are very dif- 
ferent? — Yes, some of them. 

947. Suppose you were to take from Division 
A a gentleman getting a small salary, and were 
to put in his place one to whom a large salary 
was given, would not that, without any change 
whatever in the number of alterations made in 
the county, or the work to be done, place an 
additional* charge on the county? — It would 
make a difference of half the amount of his pay. 

948. If that were done in three or four cases, 
might it not malic a considerable difference ? — 
Yes, it might. 

949. That would be irrespective of alterations 
in the tenements of the county ? — Yes. 

950. Then the charge upon the county is not 
dependent altogether upon the work to be done 
in the county ? — Not in respect to shifting about 
the hands in that way. 



TAKEN BEFORE THE 

951. I suppose, under the supervision exercised 
by you, no charge could be made upon one 
county for work done in another? — I think 1 
have stated that that would be next to impos- 
sible. 

952. Will you look at Division B, which com- 
prises eight counties ; I suppose that the salaries 
of all the gentlemen that I see down here 
attached to that division are charged to those 
counties ? — Yes. 

953. I see that the amount of the salaries of 

the gentlemen in those counties is 4,440 1. ? 

Yes. 

954. Turning to page 15 of the Beturn, it 
appears that the salaries charged to these 
different counties, Armagh, Antrim, Carrick- 
fergus, Drogheda, &c., are all given separately? 
— Yes. 

955. It appears that the amount of salaries in 
that second return, namely, the amount paid by 
the grand juries, was only 4,023 l. ; can you ex- 
plain that? — I think the heading will show it; 
one is up to April 1869, and the other is up to 
the financial year ending 1868. 
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Thursday, 6tk May 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mi-. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. McCarthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 



Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Hunt. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 



COLONEL FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. J ohn Ball Greene, called in ; and Re-examined. 



956. Chairman .] "We were asking you about 
a letter which you said was dated August 1867 ; 
I sec it is dated August 1868 ? — I thought it was 
August 1867. 

957. I said it was Mr. Lynam who made the 
offer, and you stated in answer to me that he was 
dismissed by you ? — Yes, he was dismissed. 

958. Are you aware that in 1852 he published 
a pamphlet, stating that the want of system in 
the Valuation Office was the cause of all the 
difficulties and delays that took place ? — I am 
quite aware that he published a vast number of 
pamphlets and papers from time to time ; I have 
them all. 

959. The O' Conor Don.] When was Mr. 
Lynam dismissed ? — In 1851. 

960. His name does not appear in the return 
that you handed in? — I have a supplemental 
return of persons who were dismissed ; what I 
thought was wanted was a list of all persons 
who were dismissed or discontinued ; the list of 
persons dismissed would only comprise five or 
six. 



961. I was asking you some questions with 
respect to the difference appearing in your re- 
turns between the amount charged under the 
head of salaries to the different counties comprised 
ant ^ sa ^ ar i es of the revisors and 
other officers employed upon the work in that 
envision, and it appeared from the return that 
the amount paid by the grand juries of these 
counties was less than the sum charged as the 
salaries of the different officers employed ? — I do 
not clearly understand, and I think it is impossible 
that that could be the fact. 



962. You admitted it on the last occasion, hi 
you explained that the return of salaries was fo 
the 1st of April 1869, and that the other was fc 
the preceding financial year? — I believe th 
amount was 4,440 1. in the one case, and 4,023 
m the other. 



963. You explained that difference by the dif- 
ference of date ?— Yes. 



964. I presume, therefore, that during the pre- 
ceding year the number of officers employed upon 
these counties was smaller than in April 1869? 
r~\°> ^ot would not follow ; the number would 
be the same. 

965. Supposing the number to be the same, is 
not the whole cost of the salaries of the officers 
employed in Division B charged to the counties 
comprised in Division B ? — It was for 1868, but 

0-57. 



if you look at the return showing the largest Mr. 
amount, you will find that that is up to the 1st J.B. Greene. 

of April 1869, and the increment of salary due 

has been added to it. That return has not gone 6 May l86g, 
to the grand jury, and it will not go until the 
next assizes. 

966. You attribute the difference to the incre- 
ment of salary ? — I suppose it must be so ; I have 
only looked into the amounts that you gave me. 

967. Look at the counties comprised in Divi- 
sion A ; I find that the salaries of the gentle- 
men employed in that division amounted to 
2,460 1 . ; and I find upon looking at the other 
return of salaries charged to these counties, that 
instead of their being, as in the case of Division 
B, less, they are a great deal more, namely, 

2,7 88 l. ? — I do not know whether there may 
have been an extra hand employed at that time 
or not ; I could ascertain that ; I could not give 
you an explanation unless I ascertain it from the 
gentleman in the room. 

968. I will give you a simpler case ; that of 
the city and county of Dublin ; the salaries in 
the. divisional return, if I may so call it, are 950 1. 
while the amount charged to the county and city 
of Dublin was 1,463 1 ?— That I can explain ; it 
was incurred by the re-valuation of the county, 
as I explained before. There were two extra 
hands occasionally employed at the re-valuation 
of the county of Dublin ; and they are of course 
not in the charge made against the revision. 

,? ave you been charging this re-valuation 
of .Dublin up to last year?— Yes, it has been 
going on. 

970. Is it going on still?— No, it is com- 
pleted. 

971. Has the whole amount been paid by the 
grand jury ? — I imagine that it has. 

. 972. So that, after the Bill which was brought 
into the House of Commons for the re-valuation 
of Ireland was withdrawn, you still went on with 
the valuation ? — We did. 

973. Chairman.] That is the valuation that you 
admitted you had no authority for ? — Yes. 

974. The O' Conor Don.] After you knew 
that it was. not going to be passed you continued 
the valuation? — Yes, and it is completed, and 
will be readv to issue in a very short time. 

fad you any communication 
the subject ? — I think Sir 

Bon.] If you look at the 
salaries 



975. Mr. Hunt.] E 
with the Treasury on 
Richard Griffith had. 

976. The O' Conor . 

E +- 
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yj r- salaries of the revisors for the county of Ros- 
J.B. Greene, common you will find that they amount to 

114 /. 6 s. 6 d . ; the salary of Mr. Doheny is 

6 May 1869. 95 /. 4 s. 4 d., of Mr. Innes 17 l. 3 s. 1 d., and of 
Mr. O’Brien 1 /. 18 s. lid.; is that correct?— I 
think so. 

977. The amount of salaries charged to Ros- 
common is 641/. 18 s. 1 </. ; I wish you to ex- 
plain what those other salaries were that were 
charged in that year to that county ? — I can fur- 
nish the details, names, dates, and the nature of 
the employment of each person. 

978. How is the expense of the general ma- 
nagement of the office divided between the 
counties ? — It is divided proportionately to the 
expenditure. If the general establishment cost 
3,009 /., we distributed that in proportion to the 
expenditure on each county. 

979. In proportion to the special expenditure? 
— Yes, and it is allocated. 

980. Can you give me the amount of the 
general expenditure that came to the county of 
Roscommon ? — Yes. 

981. Cau you give the same for tire whole of 
Ireland ? — Yes. 

982. You have it all made up in the returns 
for the grand jury ? — Yes. 

983. You have it in the office? — Yes. 

984. Mr. Ayrton.] You divide the general 
expenditure into a per-centage on the special 
expenditure ? — Yes. 

985. The O’ Conor Do//.] Upon what principle 
do you base the charges for hotel expenses ; is 
every revising officer allowed to charge what he 
pleases for hotel expenses when he is in the 
country, or is there a fixed amount ? — There is a 
fixed sum allowed by the Treasury, which cannot 
be exceeded. 

986. Is it a uniform amount for every revisor? 
— With the exception of one or two cases it is. 

987. Is it so much a day, or is it a bulk sum ? 
— It is so much a day. 

988. What is the amount per day ? — Five 
shillings. 

989. Mr. Hunt] Is it according to official 
rank ? — Yes, the revisors are allowed five shil- 
lings for each day they are in the field. 

990. Let me refer you to the case of Mr. 
Scanlan (page 11); I see he was in Cork 91 days, 
and his hotel expenses amounted to 12/. 10 s.; 
2s. 9d. per day?— I can explain that. When 
Mr. Scanlan was in his lodgings in Cork, a kettle 
of water fell upon him, and he became incapaci- 
tated for doing his business in the place. He 
stopped there I think two or three months. 
He was laid up and unable to come to town. I 
brought the matter before Sir Richard Griffith, 
and he said he could not continue the allowance 
of 5 s- per day while Mr. Scanlan was incapable 
of doing his work. The amount was therefore 
stopped. He was allowed to go to some of his 
friends in the neighbourhood. 

991. That is the reason why the allowance was 
so small ? — Yes. 

992. I think you said last year that you did 
not think it would be possible to adopt a scheme 
by which the annual revision could Tbe made by 
local revisors in the country, although checked 
afterwards in the office ? — No. 

993. You do not think it can be done? — Not 
as satisfactorily as at present. 

994. Did yon ever try the system of having 
local revisors ? — For a short time. Not local re- 
visors, but we sent one of our own people down. 



995. You stationed him in the county ? — Yes, 
for a while. 

996. Where was that ? — In Belfast and Cork. 

997. Why did you give it up? — We found 
that we had not sufficient office check, such as we 
now have. The work was done in the country. 
I used to go down myself sometimes and examine 
it ; but it would be very laborious for me to go 
iuto all the details of the work, and I found it 
far better to have the work checked in the office, 
rather than left altogether to the revisor in the 
field. 

998. Who was the revisor in Cork ? — Mr. 
Irwin. 

999. Is he at the head of the department now? 
— Yes. 

1000. Used he to do all the work for him- 
self in the county? — No; he had some assist- 
ance. It was an experimental arrangement with 
Sir Richard Griffith at the time. We found it 
did not work well, and we removed him to the 
office. 

1001. At present that work is done in the 
office under his superintendence ? — Yes. 

1002. As it was formerly done in the county 
under his superintendence? — Yes; I have the 
general supervision. Everything is brought 
before me that requires examination or inspec- 
tion. 

1003. Brought before you by him, or by those 
under him ? — By him. 

1004. What are the qualifications required for 
candidates for the office of valuers ? — Since the 
new arrangement we have never employed a 
valuer ; there has been no examination or test. 

1005. Has there been any circular issued with 
respect to valuers ? — No, not that I am aware of. 

1006. Will you look at that ( handing a Paper 
to the Witness) ; is not that a circular? — It is a 
printed paper showing what qualifications were 
necessary, in case there should be any candidates. 

1007. Is it not a printed form issued from the 
office, and signed by you ? — It has never been 
issued to any applicant ; it has never been acted 
upon as regards the valuers in any one instance. 

1008. For what purpose was it printed ? — To 
save trouble. Those regulations were made by 
the Treasury in 1S60 ; and there has never been 
anything but thud-class clerks appointed under 
that circular. 

1009. You have never appointed any valuers 
under it ? — Never. 

1010. Will you read what the qualifications 
are for any valuers whom you might appoint ? — 
“ 1. The nomination of all candidates is vested 
in the Commissioner of Valuation, subject to the 
approval of the Lords Commissioners of the 
Treasury. 2. Candidates for appointment as 
valuers of land, buildings, and other descriptions 
of rateable property, will be required to be 
examined by, and obtain the certificates of, the 
Civil Service Commissioners in reading, writing, 
and arithmetic; the arithmetic to include the 
four first rules, and reduction, proportion, and 
practice. They will also be required to possess 
the requisite knowledge of land surveying, to 
enable them to define on the Ordnance maps the 
boundaries of farms and tenements, and where 
necessary to determine areas by map computa- 
tions. They will likewise be required to satisfy 
the Commissioner of Valuation of their ability to 
make accurate and relative valuations, for which 
purpose their skill will be tested by the Commis- 
sioner before nominating them for examination. 
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The limits of age fixed for valuers, are from 25 
to 45 years ; and the salaries to he determined 
by the Lords of the Treasury on the report of 
the Commissioners of Valuation. The valuers 
hereafter to he appointed will form a distinct class 
from the other officers of the service on the 
establishment, aud their appointments are to be 
considered and treated as temporary. 3. Can- 
didates for appointment as third-class clerks on 
the establishment will undergo a competitive 
examination by the Civil Service Commissioners 
in the following subjects, viz. : I. Exercises 

intended to test handwriting and orthography; 
II. Arithmetic (including vulgar and decimal 
fractions): III. Euclid ( the first four and sixth 
books) ; IV. Drawing ( geometrical) : V. English 
composition. The limits of age fixed for this class 
are from 19 to 28 years, and the salary from 80 /. 
to ISO/, a year by an annual increment of 7/. 10 a*. 
4. All promotions from one class to another must 
be sanctioned by tlie Lords of the Treasury on 
th.e recommendation of the Commissioner of 
Valuation. — By Order. .1. Ball Greene. Superin- 
tendent." Those were the arrangements of the 
Treasury. 

1011. In contemplation of a new valuation? — 
I suppose so, and in contemplation of new valuers 
being required: but there have been none re- 
quired. 

1012. Colonel Forde.j Was that issued from 
the Treasury when you were immediately under 
it? — Yes. 

1013. The O' Conor Don.] What is the date of 
that? — The 1st of January 1868. 

1014. I suppose it was with a view to this new 
valuation that you are speaking of? — I think it 
must have been a reprint : I think there was a 
paper like that long before. 

1015. Why should you have gone to the ex- 
pense of reprinting that, if you never found that 
it was necessary to make use of it ? — We have 
made use of the last part as regards the clerks. 

1016. Do you consider it a sufficient qualifica- 
tion for a valuer, that he should be able to read 
and write, and know the first four rules of 
arithmetic ? — I think that is sufficient ; he cer- 
tainly ought not to know less than that. 

1017. The clerks require a great deal more 
knowledge ? — Yes. 

1018. Do you consider that the clerks ought 
to know more than the valuers ? — I think they 
ought ; the class of persons that we look to to 
obtain good valuers from the agriculturists and 
fanners of a superior class who had studied 
tanning ; they are not generally men of a very 
high-class education ; we wanted good practical 
farmers. 

1019. And those are the persons whom you 
would now employ if you were commencing a 
new valuation? — I think so. 

1020. You mentioned on the first day of your 
examination that at one time you had a system 
of extra task work, or copying in the Valuation 
Office?— Yes. 

1021. You stated that the work was done by 
the assistants in the office, not during office hours, 
and that additional pay was given to them for 
this exlra work done after official hours? — I 
stated that. 

1022. Who arranged the distribution of that 
work ? — The superintendents of each department 
arranged that. 

1023. It was left entirely in their hands ? — 
Not entirely, because I limited it ; I made it a 

0.57. 



rule that there should not be more than a certain 
quantity done any night, and that it should be 
fairly distributed to those who were willing to 
take it. 

1024. You never had reason to find fault with 
the distribution of it? — No, never. 

1025. Are you quite sure of that ? — Quite 
sure, to the best of my recollection. 

1026. Will you read that paper ( handing the 
same to the Witness ) ? — “ 22nd December 1862. 
The attention of the Commissioner has been 
called to the large amounts that have been paid 
to the first-class assistants and their friends, for 
extra work during the time it was in progress in 
1861-2, as compared with the amounts paid to 
the junior and other clerks whose salaries were 
so much lower, and who should therefore have 
had at least an equal share of the work. In the 
distribution of this work it appears to the Com- 
missioner that some of the first-class assistants 
kept an undue proportion for themselves and 
their relatives, while other assistants in then- 
districts were allowed to earn but coraparatively 
small sums. Thus it appears that Mr. Georo-e 
Irwin received 132 /., and his relative Mr. Pi- 
nion Irwin 90 /., while the average earnings of 
the other assistants in that district amounted only 
to 51 /. Again, Mr. Duffy appears to have received 
115/., and Mr. M'lntyre 83 /., while the average 
earnings of the remainder of the district amounted 
to 48 /. In the other district a more impartial 
and considerate distribution seems to have been 
adopted, Mr. Hutchins having received 67 /., 
Mr. Hitchcock 66/., Mr. Scott 51/., Mr. Craio- 
47 /., and Mr. George M'Cormack 43 /., while 
some of the junior assistants in each of those 
districts were allowed to earn more than the 
sums quoted. The Commissioner is much dis- 
satisfied with the course pui-sued by Mr. George 
Irwin and Mr. Duffy in the distribution of the 
work in their districts. The first-class assistants 
will be required to deal with strict impartiality 
in the future distribution of tins work, so that 
all the assistants, according to their ability, will 
receive a fair and equal proportion of the copy- 
ing and comparing, and should the Commissioner 
again have to notice such irregularity as the 
foregoing, he will prohibit the first-class assist- 
ants from receiving any of the extra work.— By 
Order, J. Ball Greene, Superintendent.” 1 hat! 
forgotten it. 

1027 . "When did the copying work cease ?— 
About 1863 or 1864. 

1028. That paper was shortly before it ceased? 
— It was in 1862. 

1029. The work was always done in the office ? 
— Yes. 

1030. Chairman.’] Are you positive about 
that? — To the best of my recollection it was. 

1031. The O' Conor Don.] Will you read that 
paper ( handing the same to the Witness') ? — .« 30th 
March 1861— Memorandum. — All copies of the 
valuation which are to be prepared as task-work 
this year are to be executed by the assistants at 
their own homes during after hours, and such 
assistants only are to be employed who can per- 
form their work with neatness and accuracy.” 

1032. That is signed by you ? — It is. 

1033. The work was not only done in their 
own homes, but by your special direction ?— So 
it appears, if this is correct ; I do not recol- 
lect it. 

1034. If this is correct, your statement that it 
was not done is not correct ? — No, it is not 

E 2 1035. You 
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1035. You state that the copying is of a very scale which you believed was much below the 
J.B. Greene, peculiar character, and could not be done by present price of agricultural produce? — Much 
ordinary scriveners ? — I think not. below the present price. 

a ' 1 1036. What is the present charge for this 1058. If the valuation of Ulster was made in 

copying; have you any fixed tariff ? — "We have a accordance with that scale, which is so much 
tariff for checking a man’s work and seeing that lower than the present prices, does it not follow 
he does a fair day’s work, but he is not paid that the valuation of Ulster must be low ? — No 
by it. I think not ; in Ulster the return from the spade 

1037. At one time he was paid by it? — Yes. cultivation per acre is considerably more than in 

1038. You have a tariff for checking his work? any other part of Ireland; that is, they have 

— Yes, to see that he does a fair day’s work. a greater quantity of wheat, oats, and so on to the 

1039. Could you give a return of the amount acre, than elsewhere. 

of copying work done for each county, and the 1059. That might be very well with regard 
expense ? — I could make it out ; we know the to the comparative acreable value of the north and 
number of lines for each county. south, but according to the instruction book of 

1040. And the scale upon which the charge is 1853, you are to consider what the land would 

made? — Yes. produce, and then you are to value that, not 

1041. Nor the different copies; the treasurer’s, upon the actual price of produce at the time 

the poor law guardians, and the office copy ? — when the valuation is made, but upon the scale 
Yes. in the Act, which you state is very much lower 

1042. Have you heard whether there has been than the present price? — Yes; for instance, 

any application from any barony or county in butter is 69 s., and that does not come much into 
Ireland for a new valuation ? — Yes. Ulster ; it is principally tillage in Down, Antrim, 

1043. From where? — From Cork, also from and Armagh, and when we find that they have 

the city of Dublin. two or three ban-els of wheat per acre more than 

1044. From the whole county of Cork? — No; in the south, we value that land higher. 

from the city of Cork and the poor law union 1060. But the principle laid down in the in- 
of Cork, which extends considerably into the struction book is, that you are to calculate what 
county. . the land will produce? — Yes. 

1045. "With those exceptions, you have had no 1061. Having found out what the land is to 

application from the country parts of Ireland for produce, the valuator is to estimate that produce 
a new valuation ? — No. according to the scale in the Act ? — Yes. 

1046. The counties apparently are quite satis- 1062. The scale in the Act you say is much 
fied with the present valuation ? — We have had lower than present prices ? — Yes. 

no application froin them. 1063. Therefore, if the produce in Ulster were 

1047. Do you think they are satisfied with it ? calculated upon this scale, which is so much 

— I suppose they are. lower than present prices, the valuation in Ulster 

1048. If the present valuation is not satisfac- now would be much lower than it should be if 
tory, to what do you attribute this general silence the scale were in accordance with present prices ? 
upon the subject, all over Ireland? — I imagine — If we were making a valuation of Ulster now, 
they are apprehensive that taxation would be in- I do not think we could add more than 2 s. a 
creased, or they would apply for a new valuation, pound to the land. 

1049. They consider that the present valuation 1064. Then it cannot have been made in con- 

is low ? — I am sure they do. formity with that scale which you said was 20 

1050. Therefore they do not apply for a per cent lower than the present price ? — On the 

change ? Y es. average. I do not think that scale applies to 

. 1051. Would not the same reason explain the Ulster as it does to the south and west of 
circumstance, that no individual has applied for Ireland. 

an alteration of his valuation ; that there should 1065. Why not ; the scale is a fixed one ?— 
have been, in fact, no appeals, or but few appeals ? Yes, but there is an important item in those 
‘ There can be no appeals now, for the valuation counties, which is flax. 

is completed for 14 years. 1066. Flax is in the scale? — It is not in the 

1052. You stated that even when the valuation other counties. 

was made, you had very few appeals? — I stated 1067. The whole of this scale, including flax, 
that in the south-west of Ireland the appeals you tell us is 20 per cent, under the present price 
were immense. In Tipperary alone there were of agricultural produce ?— I should say it is. 

5,000 appeals. _ 1068. And the valuation of Ulster is made 

1053. Do you consider the valuation of Ulster upon a scale which is 20 per cent, under the 

a low valuation ? — No. price of agricultural produce ? — Yes. 

1054. Do you consider it up to the full present 1069. Therefore does it not follow that the 

value of the land? — -Not quite ; I do not consider valuation of Ulster is lower than it ought to be? 
it up to the full letting value. — It would appear to be so, certainly, taking that 

1055. Do you consider it up to the full letting view of it, but I do not think it is. 

value, making allowance for deductions ? — For 1070. I want to know why it is not ? — I think 
certain deductions. we found that the state of things there was so 

1056. Then the valuation of Ulster was not superior to the other parts of Ireland that we 
made upon the instruction book of 1853 ?— I think kept the valuation up pretty stiff. 

it was. The deductions, when they were made, 1071. In fact, you did not attend to the scale ? 
were not so great, and the improved cultivation — As nearly as possible. 

and the growth of flax were taken into conside- 1072. Is not the real answer that you did not 
ration. The flax crop was not taken into account attend to the scale in the Act ? — I can answer 
in the south and west of Ireland. that by referring to an appeal. Mr. Lindsay 

1057. But according to the instruction book of brought an important appeal, and he brought 
1853, the valuation was to be conducted upon a some very clever valuers to the Court of Sessions 

before 
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before Mr. Otway. He said that we did not go 
on the scale of prices. After two or three days 
discussion and argument, the thing was decided 
in our favour. He said it was too high. Our 
evidence was based on the price of different 
commodities. 

1073. What was this property which you va- 

lued? — A large farm eight or 10 miles from 
Belfast _ 

1074. Can you explain the way in which the 
valuations of those counties, made under the 9 th 
and 10th of Victoria, were brought to the same 
standard as those subsequently valued under the 
15th and 16th Victoria?— I think there was the 
case of Dublin and Kilkenny. It was when I 
joined the valuation. I am not clear upon it, 
but to the best of my belief it was in this way : 
Sir Richard Griffith got up the valuers who had 
made this valuation under the 9th and 10th of 
Victoria, according to the letting value. Owing 
to the depreciation it was almost impossible to 
sustain the letting value, and they arrived at a 
per-centage according to which to reduce the 
valuation. I believe that was done. 

1075. There were none of the counties pub- 
lished until some years after you joined? — I 



think it was m 1851 or 1852. 

1076. Was the system of reducing the valu- 
ation to the scale of the new Act a uniform one 
all over the counties, or did the valuers go sepa- 
rately into each particular district and re-value 
the land ? — I cannot answer the question, it is so 
long ago. I have not sufficient knowledge of 
what was done at that time to answer the ques- 
tion with any degree of accuracy. 

1077. You stated on the last occasion that the 
instructions of 1853 were to all intents and pur- 

S ises the same as those that preceded them ? — 
he instructions to carry out the tenement va- 
luation ; the instructions to surveyors and 
draughtsmen, and so on, must be very general, 
but as regards the valuation the amount of course 
would vary. 

1078. The principle on which both were car- 
ried on was the same ? — Yes. 

1079. I understand that the principle upon 
which the valuators went was this ; they were 
directed to examine the soil in each division of a 
tenement, and to enter in a book to what quality 
it belonged, and then they have in these instruc- 
tions tables showing the price per acre which 
should be accorded to each particular quality of 
soil ? — That is not an absolute thing ; they would 
be very foolish to take these prices ; this is only 
an estimate of what such land might be valued at 
under ordinary circumstances. 

1080. They were directed, I understand, to 
enter in their book what the land would be valued 
at under ordinary circumstances? — Yes. 

1081. They found that in this book? — Yes. 

1082. And havingfound that, they were directed 
to take into consideration local circumstances, 
either in the way of adding to or diminishing the 
value, and to enter it in another column as the 
value of that particular tenement? — Yes. 

1083. They were not at all to consider the 
question of the annual value, estimated by what 
it would let to a tenant for? — No ; they were to 
base it upon the scale of prices in the Act. 

1084- And not to consider what a solvent 
tenant would pay ? — No, not absolutely. 

1085. Have you the instructions that were 
issued before the Act of 1853 ? — I think not ; I 
put in all the instructions that we had. 

0.57. 



1086. I find on page 10 in these instructions 
that were issued previous to 1853, that the di- 
rection given to valuators, is this : “ In fixing 
the value of the land, the valuator is to act as if 
lie were employed by a liberal landlord to value 
land for letting to a respectable tenant at the then 
average price for agricultural produce ; this 
valuation will be afterwards corrected and re- 
duced to the scale of juices for agricultural pro- 
duce prescribed by the Act; by comparing 
current prices with those mentioned in the Act, 
which, as already stated, are 2 s. 6 d. in the pound 
lower than the average prices of agricultural 
produce throughout Ireland previous to the com- 
mencement of the valuation it would appear 
from that that the principle adopted before 1853, 
was totally different from the principle adopted 
under the instruction book ? — I think that refers 
to the townland valuation, and not to the tene- 
ment valuation. 

1087. You told us on the last occasion that 
they were the instructions signed by Lord Eliot ? 
— No, they are not; they are not in that book. 

1088. These are signed by Lord Eliot ? — Yes, 
but that is a totally different thing ; the book 
was issued 30 or 40 years ago ; what you are 
referring to was put in afterwards. 

1089. The instructions to which you alluded 
as being similar to those issued in 1853, contain 
no instruction at all as to the mode of valuing 
land ; you stated that the instructions issued in 
1853 were practically in force before, although 
they were not compiled in a particular form ? — 
Yes. 

1090. I wish to know what were the instruc- 
tions issued before? — I put them in the other 
day ; it was from all these put together, when 
the Act of 1852 was passed, that the book was 
compiled. 

1091. Do you mean to say that the instruction 
which I read from page 10 of this instruction 
book (issued, I admit, for the townland valuation) 
was not acted upon up to the passing of the 
general Valuation Act, 15th and 16th Victoria? 
— I could not say ; I was not connected with the 
townland valuation in any way. 

1092. Nor with the tenement valuation before 
the passing of the 15th and 16th Victoria? — 
Just before. I joined it in 1850. 

1093. You stated that upou a special applica- 
tion of clerks of unions, a revisor in a particular 
district, if he was one of your skilful valuators, 
would be permitted to do the whole of the work 
of the revision of the union? — Yes. 

1094. Can you tell the Committee who are 
your skilful valuators to whom you would intrust 
this work? — I would intrust it to Mr. Dennis 
Quin, to Mr. John Power, to Mr. Martin Doyle, 
to Mr. "VYilliam Doheny, and to Mr. Bell. 

1095. How is it that Mr. Bell, who is a subor- 
dinate, has a higher salary than Mr. Scott, who 
is over him? — He is one of our first-class valua- 
tors. We have a very high opinion of him as a 
land valuator. Land valuers are always paid 
higher than surveyors. 

1096. Is Mr. Scott merely a surveyor? — He 
is a surveyor and general office man ; a draughts- 
man. 

1097. Out of all those persons, you would only 
intrust it to four or five persons? — Pour or five 
of them. 

1098. If you were to commence a new valua- 
tion of Ireland, is it to these revisors that you 
would intrust this valuation ? — To these men that 

E 3 +- I have 
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I have mentioned ; and I should take in, under 
that paper that you referred to just now, extra 
hands for two or three years. 

1099. I see that by the return you put in on 
the last occasion, you propose to re-value 23 
counties of Ireland ? — Yes. 

1100. When was the paper drawn up pro- 
posing the re- valuation of these counties? — I 
think about the year 1865. 

1101. I believe the statement you put in on 
tl'.e last occasion upon the subject was a portion 
of a general statement with respect to the valua- 
tion ? — Yes. 

1102. Will you put in the whole of the state- 
ment? — Yes. 

1103. You also stated that you believed that 
the cost of re-valuing these 23 counties would be 
about 50,000 Z. ? — Yes. 

1104. And that you thought it might be done 
in about three years? — Yes. 

1105. How do you propose to set about mak- 
ing this valuation ; would you commence all the 
23 counties at once ? — No, I proposed to get out 
seven counties in each year. 

1106. Would you finish seven counties in each 
year ? — Y es. 

1107. You mentioned that you thought that 
the work could be carried on in connection with 
the annual revision ? — Yes. 

1 108. What part of the annual revision might 
be carried on with this new valuation? — These 
five men whom I have mentioned to you could 
remain in the country. I had an-anged that 
they should remain the whole year, instead of a 
portion of the year ; they could do a vast amount 
of work in going over the districts, and seeing 
what per-eentage should be added in the case of 
each townland. 

1109. I presume none of the office work could 
be carried on in connection with this re-valua- 
tion? — There would be very little office work. 
When we had ascertained the valuation, it would 
be only to copy out for the press, if it was de- 
sirable to print it again. 

1110. How many additional hands would you 
have to employ' for this new valuation ? — I could 
not tell just now. 

1111. You never made any estimate in 1865 ? — 
I may have done, but I do not recollect. 

1112. You stated that the whole of the time 
of these assistants and revisors is taken up with 
annual revision? — It is. 

1113. None of that annual revision work would 
be diminished in consequence of this new valua- 
tion ? — No, that revision work would go on. 

1 1 14. So that the whole of this new valuation 
would be extra work? — Yes. The copies that 
would be made I should give out as extra work 
at night, paying by scale. 

1115. Out of the present revisors, you can 
only select five whom you would intrust with 
tliis work ? — I might select more if I went with 
them to the field myself and saw their capabilities, 
but I could not state at once. 

1116. The new hands you would take in 
would be of the class that you have mentioned ; 
fanners and agriculturists in the country ? — 
Yes. 

1117. Chairman^] Would you take back any 
of the men that have been pensioned off? — 
►Several of them; I would take one man espe- 
cially as a man to train others, Mr. Pierce Ryan 
of Wexford. 

1118. The O’ Conor Don.] Would you con- 



sider it necessary to appoint any additional 
superintendents for the work of the new valua- 
tion ? — I would not. 

1119. You stated on the last occasion that you 
considered the superintendents had as much as 
they could do to look after the annual revision • 
would you not require some superintendents for 
the valuation ? — No ; I should have the principal 
copying done at night as extra work ; it would be 
cheaper. 

1120. This proposed valuation is to be based 
upon the letting value? — I should recommend 
that. 

1121. What would you take as the basis of 
letting value ; the rent ? — No ; that would be a 
foolish thing to do ; that would be equivalent to 
going about ascertaining the rents each person 
paid ; I take the rent that the land ought to pro- 
duce, based upon the present scale of agricultural 
prices. 

1122. You would make out a scale of agricul- 
tural prices ? — W e could not value without it ; it 
would be impossible. 

1123. Would you take a particular district, 
townland, or tenement, and have that valued 
very accurately by a skilful valuer, and then 
value all the surrounding; district in comparison, 
relatively with that? — Relatively with that; if 
we found that the same quality of soil generally 
prevailed it would be a good plan. 

1124. That is not the plan you were thinking 
of ; you were thinking of having a general scale 
for the whole of Ireland ? — An addition should 
be made to each denomination, or parish, or dis- 
trict, and then we could ascertain in each case 
whether it was a fair amount or not. It would 
not be necessary to have a uniform per-eentage 
all over. 

1125. You told us in the commencement of 
your evidence, that the taxation which existed in 
particular counties was deducted from the valua- 
tion originally ? — Yes. 

1126. Can you tell me at what period of the 
valuation this rate was deducted? — In the course 
of the progress of the valuation, the valuator had 
to ascertain that ; it was nearly equivalent to 
local circumstances. 

1127. The rate was not uniform over the 
county, but there was a particular rate in each 
district? — Yes; and from that the valuers 
adopted an average scale for each county. 

1128. It was not done in the office? — Yes; 
they never did anything without reference to Sir 
Richard Griffith or myself. 

1129. I understood you to say that you took 
an average scale all over the county, and de- 
ducted the average rate of taxation from the 
value of each tenement ? — Yes. 

1130. In order to do that you must wait until 
the whole county is valued ? — No, we ascer- 
tained that in the first instance, because we inva- 
riably began with the whole of the county at once; 
we put a number of surveyors on at once, and 
divided the county into districts. 

1131. Then it was the rate of taxation which 
existed at the commencement of the valuation 
that you took ? — The rate of each county before 
it was finally printed off. 

1132. It was the rate before it was finally 
printed off that you -deducted ? — The average 
rate determined upon, in a consultation -with Sir - 
Richard Griffith and his valuers at the time. 

1133. The valuers, of course, had no means of - 
knowing what the rate was beyond what any . 

person 
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person would have ? — Except from local infor- 
mation that they got in the country. 

1134. The taxes were chiefly the poor-rate 
and the county cess ’! — Yes. 

1135. They arc returned annually in pub- 
lished documents ? — Yes. 

1136. So that what you had to do was to dis- 
cover what they were ? — Yes. 

1137. It was the poor-rate and the county 

cess which existed before the publication of the 
valuation which you took as vour standard ? — 
Yes. ‘ * 

1138. Can you state the difference between 
the rate of the county taxation at the time that 
Roscommon was published, and the rate at the 
present day ? — I cannot. 

1139. I sec you state in your return that Ros- 
common ought to be increased 5 s. in the pound ? 
— I think the grass lands are too low. 

1140. "Would you be surprised to learn that 
the difference in the poor-rate and county cess 
the year previous to the publication of the valua- 
tion of Roscommon, ami the average rate that 
has existed since, is only one penny ? — I am sur- 
prised to hear it. 

1141. As you state that you made the deduc- 
tion of these taxes one basis of your valuation, 
can you furnish the Committee with the rate 
which you deducted in each of the counties in 
Ireland before you published them ? — I do not 
think I could. 

1142. I suppose you have the accounts in the 
office? — I daresay, by reference to the field- 
books, the accounts might be made up. It would 
be a work of considerable difficulty. It was 
generally done by the valuers coming up to town 
and consulting Sir Richard Griffith ; then they 
fixed upon a certain amount. If it was Is. 4 d. 
in one place, 1 s. 8 (l, in another, and so on, a 
certain amount would be taken, and that would 
be the deduction allowed. 

1143. I understand you to say that all this 
was done immediately before the publication, and 
not in a piecemeal way ? — It was ascertained in 
a piecemeal way, and deducted in the office after- 
wards. 

1144. It was not acted upon until you had the 
whole ? — No. 

1145. Then I presume you must have in the 
office a record of the final results of the taxation 
in the counties ? — I do not know whether I have 
an accurate record of it, it is so long ago. 

1 146. It will be easy to ascertain the poor-rate 
and county cess in each particular county, the 
year before the valuation was published? — Yes. 

1147. Can you furnish the Committee with 
the rate of those taxes in each county, the year 
previous to the publication of the valuation ? — 

1148. Mr. Hunt.'] Would you explain how it 
is that in Return bio. 2, Roscommon is put down 
as having been completed on the 1st of July 1858, 
while in a subsequent part of the paper it is put 
down as having been completed 14 years, show- 
ing a difference of three years? — I think there 
must be a mistake. 

1 149. Do yon think it should be 1 1 years ? — 
I think so. 

1150. The O' Conor Don.] You stated at your 
last examination that you did not publish the 
unions in a county until the whole county was 
completed for rating purposes? — We printed 
them in ]>ortionB, but of course we had to issue 
the whole union for rating purposes. 

- 0.57. 



1151. You did not issue them for rating pur- 
poses until the county was completed ? — No; 
until the whole of the union was completed. 

1152. You did issue particular unions within 
a county, for rating purposes, at different times ? 
— Yes; I see Roscommon was issued in 1S57. 

1153. You stated that where a union had por- 
tions of two counties comprised within its area, 
you printed those portions separately, at different 
times ? — W e may have printed them at the same 
time, but in separate hooks. 

1154. You stated that you did not? — It may 
or may not he : we issued them separately. The 
portion belonging to one county would go to the 
treasurer of that county, and the portion belong- 
ing to the other county would go to the treasurer 
of the other county. 

1155. You printed them in separate hooks? — 
Yes. 

1156. The union of Castlereagli, which is in 
two counties, is printed in one book and at one 
time? — I suppose we did that for convenience. 

1157. A certain portion of it is in Mayo, but 
it is all printed in one book ? — We sent the whole 
of the book to the treasurer. 

1158. And the whole cost of revising that union 
is charged to Roscommon ? — No ; only the por- 
tion in Roscommon. 

1159. The revisor that you sent to the Castle- 
reagli union revised a portion in the county of 
Mayo?— Yes. 

1 1 liO. And the whole of his expense is charged 
to Roscommon ? — Certainly not. 

1161. I believe Mr. Doheny was tlie gentle- 
man sent to Castlereagli last year, the year for 
which the return was made ? — Yes. 

’162. I find he has not charged anything to 
the county of Mayo ? — I do not know how that 
is ; each vevisor keeps a journal, and he has to 
account tor every day of each month he is out ; 
what county and what portion of the county he 
is in, and what he is doing ; and from his journal 
the accounts are made up. 

1163. If you will look at the return, page 9, 
you will find that none of Mr. Doheny's salary 
is charged to Mayo, yet if he revised the union 
of Castlereagli, he must have worked in that 
county ? — I am certain I could explain it after 
making some inquiries, but I cannot do it now ; 

I am sure it is utterly impossible that such a 
thing as that could occur. 

1164. Mr. Hunt.] I wish you to explain the 
principle of the check valuations to which you 
have alluded ? — Sir Richard Griffith generally 
had first and second-class valuers. The firat- 
class valuers were men of superior ability, ex- 
perience, and training, who were thoroughly 
well up to the work of the valuing of land and 
produce. The second-class valuers were men 
not so experienced, and they went first for train- 
ing to the check valuers, who were kept purr 
posely for checking their work. When they were 
trained, these second-class valuers were sent to 
a county, and after they were there a short time 
by themselves a check valuer was sent after them 
to examine their work, whose duty was to take 
a line through their work for a mile or so, and 
compare his valuation with theirs ; and if there 
were any errors he would point them out, and 
explain that, perhaps on an inferior quality of 
soil, they were a little too sharp, and so on. 

1165. Would the checking go on throughout 
the whole of the valuation oi a county ? — It did 
always. 

1166. So 
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1166. So that if any of these second-class 
valuers were found unequal to the work, they 
would be removed? — Yes. 

1167. The date of the paper, with reference to 
the persons who should be selected for your 
office, shows that it was at the time when you 
were recommending to the Treasury a Bill for 
re-valuation ? — I think it was just before that. 

1168. At the end of the year 1867 and the 
beginning of 1868, you were recommending the 
Treasury to introduce a Bill for re-valuation ? — 
Yes. 

1169. The O' Conor Don.] Was it not before 
this date that you recommended it?— In 1866 I 
think the Bill was brought in. 

1170. And in 1868 you recommended it? — 
Yes. 

1171. Mr. Hunt.] After the change of Govern- 
ment the question of the re-valuation of Ireland 
was again brought to the notice of the Treasury, 
was it not?— Certainly ; I think Lord Mayo took 
it up. 

1172. Chairman . "] You or Sir Richard Griffith 
had direct communication with the Treasury ? — 
Yes. 

1173. And you undertook, if the re-valuation 
was granted, to raise the value, as specified in the 
printed report? — Yes. 

1174. And on that promise of yours the 
Treasury gave the sanction to a re-valuation ? — 
Yes, in 1866, when the Bill was brought in. 

1175. Sir Frederick Hey y ate.] You stated 
that in taking the valuation you took the price 
of the produce in different parts of the country ? 
—Yes. 

1176. I think you said that in Ulster the price 
had considerably risen since the time of the 
valuation ? — Yes. 

1177. What articles do you consider have risen; 
wheat? — Yes, I think wheat is higher; it is 
higher than the Act price. 

1178. Do you know the average price of wheat 
at the time of the valuation ? — The price in the 
Act was 18 s. 9 d. a barrel. 

1179. "What do you consider it now? — 25 s. 

1180. And oats? — Oats are only 85. 6 d. a 
barrel : I think the price is now 14 s. 

1181. Youmean at the present moment? — Yes. 

1182. Not taking an average of three years ? — 
No ; I can only state from memory. 

1183. Is the price of flax much higher at the 
present moment? — I think not ; I have not looked 
into it. 

1184. Do you think the growth of flax should 
be taken into consideration ? — I think it should 
be taken into consideration ; it is a valuable 
crop in certain counties in the north of Ireland ; 

I am aware that it is a deteriorating crop, unless 
it is very well managed. 

1185. Do you know that it is expressly pro- 
vided in most leases of land in England that 
flax shall not be grown ? — I was not aware of 
that. 

1186. In making your basis of valuation what 
else do you take into account ; do you take into 
consideration the rate of labour in the locality ? — 
In making a calculation to arrive at what an acre 
will produce, labour would be an element. 

1187. Is it within your knowledge that there 
is a great difference in the prices of labour 
between the north and south ?— I think labour is 
higher in the north than in the south. 

1188. Therefore, although you might have an 
additional produce, you may not have an addi- 
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tional profit ? — Of course ; I am aware that 
labour is higher in the north. 

1189. Is it within your knowledge that in cases 
where no labour is employed, as in the case of 

grass lands, the valuation ought to be higher ? 

I think the grass lands should be higher. 

1190. Is not that the reason why the valuation of 
the south and west of Ireland, where grass land 
largely prevails, should be raised ? — I think the 
grass lands are too low. 

1191. Colonel Forde.] Will you look at this 
summary of townlands, sold about a month or 
six weeks ago in the county Down, showing the 
valuation and the rental in separate columns? — 
Yes, I see that, the rent amounts to 1,742?. 13s. Id., 
and that the Government valuation of the same 
lands amounts to 2,138 l. 8 s. 

1192. That shows that what I said on the first 
day was correct? — Yes. 

1193. You said that in Tipperary there were 
a great number of appeals, amounting to four or 
five thousand ? — Yes. 

1194. Can you account for that? — A great 
many of them were instigated by parties going 
about trying to make something out of them ; a 
great number of them were got up without the 
knowledge of the farmers themselves, and were 
not even signed by them. 

1195. Did they proceed with those appeals ?— 
W e had to prepare our defence at the cost of a 
great deal of labour and expense; afterwards, 
when we succeeded in defeating them in a num- 
ber of cases, they dropped off. 

1196. Mr. 1 Pollard- Ur quhart.] With regard 
to the increase in the price of agricultural pro- 
duce, do you take into account the price of the 

resent year-, or do you take a range of years ? — 

take a certain range. 

1197. How many years? — I think we took 
three years in the return. 

1198. Should you not say that, on the whole, 
the price during the last three years has been 
exceptionally high? — Yes, during the last three 
years, but the return I put in was up to 1864. 

1199. Should you say that the price of agri- 
cultural produce in the three years terminating 
in 1864, was higher than it was during the three 
years 1853, 1854, 1855 ? — Yes, 

1200: Are you certain? — I think so. 

1201. Do you recollect the price of oats per 
barrel in 1855 ? — No, I do not. 

1202. Did you know the average price in the 
years 1862, 1863, 1864? — I think I put it at 
7s. Id. per cwt. ; 11s. per barrel. 

1203. I see that you propose to raise the 
valuation of the county of Westmeath 5 s. in the 
pound compared with 1855 ; in the years to 
which you referred, 1862, 1863, 1864, was not 
the price of the cereal produce lower than in 
1 853, 1854, 1855 ? — I am not aware of that, 
without referring to documents. 

1204. If it is the fact that the prices during 
the years 1862, 1863, 1864, were lower than in 
1853, 1854, 1855, should you be inclined to re- 
consider your proposition that the valuation of 
W estmeath should be raised 5 s. in the pound ? 
— No, I should not; because I am quite satisfied, 
looking at the improved cultivation and the re- 
duced taxation, that the county is still low. 

1205. Are you sure that the taxation of West- 
meath was so much lower during 1862, 1863, 
1864, than it was in the three years terminating 
in 1855 ? — I have not the figures, but I am under 
the impression that it is so. 

1206. Have 
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1206. Have you any exact data? — I have not. 

1207. If it was shown that the taxation was 
decidedly not diminished, and at the same time 
that the prices of cereal produce were lower in 
1862, 1863, and 1864, than in the three years 
ending 1855, should you not say that there was 
no occasion for raising the valuation ? — I should 
say that if there was a revaluation, these things 
should be taken into consideration. 

1208. Do you think that those things have 
been taken into consideration in the estimate of 
5 s. additional in the pound ? — I think so ; I 
think that the deductions that were made at the 
time of the valuation were excessive. 

1209. Is it not the fact that the wages of an 
individual labourer are higher in the north than 
in other parts? — Yes. 

1210. But should you not say that, on the 
whole, labour was cheaper in the north than in 
other parts, seeing that you get more for your 
money by increased industry ? — Yes, I think so. 

1211. Mr. M‘ Carl hi/ j Downing.'] You were 
asked on the last occasion whether it was not the 
fact that a rate-in-aid was levied in the north to 
assist the south, and you said you believed it 
was ; did you give that answer as founded upon 
any inquiry ? — No ; I should like to withdraw 
that answer ; I am not certain of it. 

1212. I believe there was a rate struck all 
over Ireland ? — I am not sure. 

1213. You were asked whether, in making the 
valuation of Ireland, and in your own calcula- 
tion, you took into account tenant-right in the 
north ? — I said, no. 

1214. Do you not think that that is an im- 
portant element to be taken into account in the. 
valuation of land in the north of Ireland ? — I do 
not see how it could be introduced. 

1215. If a person in the possession of land in 
the north, where tenant-right exists, wishes to 
leave the country or go into business, does he 
not get a large sum of money in purchase of that 
tenant-rmht ? — He does. 

1216. Do you not think that that increases the 
valuation of the land ? — I think it does increase 
the valuation of the land. 

1217. Do you not think that everything that 
increases the valuation of land, especially in the 
possession of a tenant, should enter into the mind 
of the person who makes a revaluation ? — I 
should say it ought ; but I know that we did not 
take tenant-right into account. 

1218., Y'ou were asked the price of flax, and 
you said that it was 6 s. 2d. per stone ; are you 
aware that it is now and has been for a number 
of years as high as 10s. and 11s. per stone ?— I 
believe it has been. 

1219. That Avould be a very large element in 
the revaluation of the north? — Of course it 
would be an element. 

1220. 1 ou thought that labour was higher in 
the north than in the south ; have you made any 
inquiry into that particular fact ?— I have not. 

1221. Do you know what has been paid for 
labour m the county of Cork for the last three 
years . Not exactly ; I cannot tell you with 
accuracy ; I should say from 7 s. to 10 s. a week 
tor able-bodied men. 

1222. Are you aware that the usual rate of 
wages previously was only 4 s. ?— Yes; 4 s. or 5 s. 

1223. I suppose. you have read the evidence 
ot the late Mr. Senior before a Committee of the 
House, upon that point ? — I have. 

i Fo y ou ^bat labour has risen nearly 

!00 per cent, in the south ? — I know that it has. 



1225. Have you been in the north lately? — I 
have been to Belfast lately. 

1226. Did you make any inquiry into the rate 
of wages in the agricultural prices of the north ? 
— I did not. 

1227. Therefore when you said you thought 
labour was higher in the north than in the south, 
that was a mere speculative opinion of your own ; 
you had no data to go upon ? — I do not think I 
said it was higher. 

122S. I am right in saying that you had no 
data to go upon? — Nothing but opinion. 

1229. You have said that you think the prices 
of agricultural produce were higher in the three 
years ending 1S64 than they were in the three 
years ending 1855 ? — I said so from memory. 

1230. Only from the memory? — Only. 

• 1231. Would you be surprised to find that the 
average price of produce for the three years ending 
1855 was considerably higher than in the years 
ending 1864? — I thought it was the other way. 

1232. Do you know when the Crimean war 
took place? — Yes. 

1233. Do you not know that the prices were 
exceedingly high then ? — Yes, they went up. I 
look upon that as an exceptional occurrence. 

1234. You were giving an average of three 
years ?— I had forgotten about the Crimean war. 

1235. That will enable you to alter your 
answer upon that question ? — Y es. 

1236. Y’ou said you thought that grass lands 
ought to be valued higher than agricultural 
lands ?— Yes. 

1237. Upon what principle? — Less labour is 
required on pasture land, and the price of the 
produce, butter, beef, and mutton, is consider- 
ably higher, and grass lands are intrinsically 
worth more. 

1238. That may be an exceptional thing? — It 
may. 

1 239. You arc aware, no doubt, that the price of 
butter and. meat varies very much? — Yes; it has 
been steadily on the increase for the last few years. 

1240. But circumstances might arise that would 
cause it to fall very suddenly ? — They might. 

1241. Then, if you based your valuation upon 
the price of butter and meat it might be very 
erroneous ? — Y'ou must lease it upon something. 

1242. But it might turn out to be a very 
erroneous valuation ? — It might turn out that our 
valuation was too high, and that it ought to be 
reduced. 

1243. You have no power, under the Act of 
Parliament, to reduce the valuation for 14 years? 
— No, except on appeal. 

1 244. Y ou must take the valuation as it exists? 
— It cannot be disturbed for 14 years. 

1245. And not without the sanction of the 
grand jury of the county ? — No. 

1246. 1 believe you have been an advocate for 
revaluation ? — Yes. I think that those counties 
that I mentioned require to be revalued now. 

1247. That would, of course, throw a great 
deal of business upon the hands of the office ?— 
Yes, it would. 

1248. It would require additional hands ? — Yes. 

1249. And it would bring a very large increase 

to the rev enue of the country ? — I should say it 
would. J 

.1250. Does that fact at all operate in your 
mind in giving your opinion? — Not in the 
slightest. 

1251.. You said you thought that the improved 
cultivation. in W estmeath would justify its being 
raised 5 s. in the pound ? — Yes. 

F 1252. When 
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1252. When were you there? — I have not 
. been there for some time. 

1253. Were you ever there? — Yes: I have 
been in every part of Ireland. 

1254. How many years ago? — It is a couple 
of years since I was there. 

1255. Were you there two years ago? — I was. 

1256. Did you go therefor the purpose of see- 
ing the state of the cultivation ? — No ; but I 
have reports, and 1 know everything about the 
state of every county in Ireland. 

1257. From report? — Yes. 

1258. Only from report? — That is all. 

1259. Was there a printed return of the per- 
sons employed in the valuation Office, since the 
1st July 1850, sent to any Member of the Com- 
mittee ? — I am not aware of it. 

1260. Did you ever see that paper ( [handing 
the .same to Witness) ? — Yes. 

1261. Was that prepared in the office ? — It was. 

1262. Under your directions? — Yes. 

1263. When? — I think about a month or six 
weeks ago. 

1264. Do you know the handwriting of the 
direction upon it ? — I do not. 

1265. You said that there were a number of 
appeals in Tipperary ?- Yes. 

1266. Cud you tell the Committee how many 
were tried ? — I cannot. 

1267. Were there 20? — I should say more 
than 100. 

1268. That is not a large number out of 
5,000 ? — No ; but we had to prepare to defend 
all the appeals. We did not know which would 
go on. We could not ascertain thar. 

1269. Was it not necessary to lodge the ap- 
peals at the sessions? — It was. 

1270. Did you not know what appeals were 
lodged?— The appeals were lodged with the 
clerks of the unions, and then transmitted to our 
office as they came in, and then of course we 
began to prepare. 

1271. Mr. Stucpoole.] Except for the purpose 
of the income tax there will be no necessity for 
revising the valuation of Ireland at all ? — I do 
not know about the income tax. I have never 
thought of it or troubled myself about it. 

1272. W ith regard to local taxation it does not 
matter what the valuation is ; a particular sum 
of money is required, and there is a poundage 
rate ? — That is all. 

1273. Could you give a return of the counties 
from which the valuators came before their ap- 
pointment, and showing their previous condition 
in life?- Yes. 

1274. I suppose they were taken, some from 
one county' and some from another? — Yes. 

1275. Did you send down those valuators to 
the counties from which they came ? — They were 
sent to different places. 

1276. Do you think it would have been better 
to send a person to a particular county who was 
acquainted with the quality of land there, rather 
than a person coming from a county where there 
was not the same description of land ? — We had 
valuers who would go into a strange county and 
value as accurately as any local valuer could. 

1277. The land in Kilfenora is very peculiar ? 
— Yes. 

1278. Would it not have been better to send 
there a man acquinted with that land rather 
than a stranger who would have thought it worth 
nothing?— We should send to a place like Kii- 
fenora a man who was thoroughly up to the value 
of grass land of that peculiar quality. 



1279. I suppose there is no doubt that mis- 
takes were made in a great many instances in the 
valuation of the land ? —I do not know that. 

1280. Chairman.'] With regard to tenant-rio-ht, 
as it is called in the north, do you think that it 

adds anything to the annual value of the land? 

We never made any addition to it on that ac- 
count, or took it into consideration at all. 

1281. You were asked if thefact that a tenant 
is sure to get a sum of money at the expiration 
of his term, does not add to the value of the 
land ? — I think that a tenant having that in view 
would give something more for it. 

1282. Are you not aware that in every in- 
stance the tenant has paid that amount of money 
himself before coming into possession ? — Yes ; I 
did not consider that 

1283. And in many cases, on account of the 
diminution of his capital, he has been unable 
properly to till the land, and been forced to sell 
it? — Yes. 

1284. Mr. Ayrton.'] I believe you are bound 
to exclude any improvements that have been 
made during the seven years previous to the 
valuation ? — We are, under a section of the Act. 

1285. Therefore, so far as any value of tenant- 
right would be a result of improvement within 
seven years, you are bound by law to exclude it? 
— Yes ; any improvements. 

1286. You estimate the intrinsic annual value 
of the land, do you not? — Yes. 

1287. Therefore, whatever may be the tenant’s 
or the landlord’s share of that value is perfectly 
immaterial ? — Quite so. 

1288. So that the question of tenant-right does 
not arise in the valuation of land ?— No, itdoes not 

1289. The O' Conor Dun.] You stated last 
year that the copying work “ could not be done 
by scriveners, because when we tried it we found 
so many errors; it is a peculiar class of work 
to perform which requires a person to be very 
conversant with the duty when did you try 
this employment of ordinary scriveners, and to 
what extent? — I cannot tell you when it was. 
W e tried a scrivener in Merrion-street, and we 
found that the figures were so inaccurate, and 
the tots so wrong, that we did not go further. 
W e only tried it on a small scale. 

1290. Can you give any idea of the extent to 
which you tried it? — We may have given, per- 
haps, a few parishes to be copied. 

1291. You said last time that a new set of 
maps had to be made for each district about 
every fourth year? — Yes. 

1292. And that you preserved the old maps? 
— Yes. 

1293. _ I observe, by a return that you have 
handed in, that some of the counties have been 
valued for more than 16 years? — Yes. 

1294. Then, I presume, you have four distinct 
sets of maps for those counties ? — I really could 
not tell. If you ask me with regard to any par- 
ticular county, I -will ascertain and let you know 
the number of maps. 

1295. Is it your belief that there is a separate 
set of maps for each county every fourth year? — • 
Not every county. In some counties where there 
are few changes, the maps last longer ; in other 
counties they last less than four years. 

1296. As a general rule, the maps are renewed 
every fourth year ? — Yes. 

1297. In some counties you will have a greater 
number than one in every four years? — There 
may or may not. We try to make the maps last 
as long as we can by patching and repairing. 

1298. Making 
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1298. Making maps is one large item of your 
expenditure ; I wish to see how often they are 
made ? — Some of the gentlemen from the office 
will tell you exactly. I believe it is once in four 
years on an average. 

1299. Then, if in some counties they are not 
made every fourth year, they must be made 
oftener in other counties to bring up the average? 
— It is about every fourth year I should say. 

1300. On the whole, you believe you have in 
your office four distinct sets of maps for the 
counties that were valued 16 years ago? — I 
should not like to say that without looking 
into it. 

1301. For any single county in Ireland, would 
you say that you have four sets of maps ? — Yes ; 
the whole county might not he copied. There 
might be part of a county copied oftener even 
than once in three years. The matter would 
require looking into very closely. 

1302. With respect to Roscommon, can you 
tell me how many copies of maps you have had 
in that county ? — I cannot. The maps are all in 
town, I think. 

1303. What position did you occupy in the 
Valuation Office before you became superinten- 



dent ? — I was a divisional superintendent with a 
charge over the whole. 

1304. You were immediately made a general 
divisional superintendent? — No; I was sent to 
the country first. 

1305. In what capacity? — To examine ap- 
peals ; Kilkenny was the first place I went to. 

1306. That was the first duty in which you 
were employed? — Yes. 

1307. Who examined appeals up to that time? 
— Mr. J ohn Kelly ; the previous superintendent 
had not resigned at that time, but I took the 
principal part of his duty until he resigned. 

1308. From the time when you first entered 
the service until you became superintendent, 
was a very short period, I believe ? — It was more 
than a year ; about a year and a-half. 

1309. During that year and a-half you were 
employed first in looking after appeals, and then 
as sub-superintendent in Dublin ? — Yes. 

1310. You were never employed as a valuator? 
— I have already explained that I have valued 
large estates in Ireland. 

1311. I mean in the Valuation Office? — No; 
excepting those appeal cases. 



Sir Richard Griffith, Bart., called in ; and Examined. 



1312. Chairman .3 You were until very re- 
cently, on your resignation, the Commissioner 
for the General Valuation of Ireland ? — I was. 

1313. I think you were commissioner from the 
time when the office was first established to your 
resignation, about 39 years? — I was appointed 
commissioner of valuation on the passing of the 
7 Geo. 4, c. 62 ; that was in 1825 ; the Act did 
not come into operation until 1830, because the 
Ordnance maps were not completed until that 
time of the northern counties, namely London- 
derry and Antrim. 

1314. What was the date of your original 
appointment, and what was the date of your re- 
signation ? — My original appointment, I believe, 
was in 1830. I do not know whether the actual 
commission issued until the commencement of 
the valuation, I think not ; that was about J une 
1830 ; I resigned the commissionership of valua- 
tion on the 30th October last. 

1315. Did you on your resignation give up 
any salary ? — No. 

1316. Ml Greene who was appointed to 
succeed you had an increase of 400 1. a year ? — 
He had. 

1317. Would you be good enough to state 
what public appointments or employment you 
have had in addition to the commissionership of 
valuation, since the time you were appointed to 
that office? — When I was appointed commissioner 
of valuation I was engaged on the perambulation 
of boundaries, previous to the commencement of 
the Ordnance survey. 

1318. That is called the preliminary survey ? 
— The boundary survey ; the Act was passed in 
1825, it is the 6 Geo. 4, c. 99 ; I was appointed 
as the general boundary surveyor, and the whole 
of the perambulation of Ireland was conducted 
by me from its commencement to its termination; 
the boundaries of counties, parishes, andtownlands ; 
of the last there were 69,000. 

1319. Those boundaries were not to affect 
properties? — They were merely for valuation; 
they did not affect the rights of private property. 

1320. Will you state what other public employ- 
ments you have held ? — At the time that I was 

0.57. 



conducting the boundary survey, I was engineer 
of the southern district roads ; I was ap- 
pointed by the Marquis of Wellesley in 1822, 
and I continued till 1846 in that office ; during 
that period I completed 250 miles of roads in 
the counties of Cork, Limerick, Kerry, and 
Tipperary. 

1321. Have you held any other appointments? 
— No; I think it right to mention, that for the 
roads I had three guineas a day, and when I was 
appointed to the boundary survey, the roads being 
nearly completed, I did not want any increase in 
salary, being willing to do both services for the 
same money ; the sub-division I made was two 
guineas a day for the boundary and one guinea 
for the roads. 



1322. But I believe . you held other appoint- 
ments ; you were Commissioner of Public Works? 
— I was appointed to the Public Works in 1861 ; 
I was deputy chairman of the Board of Public 
W orks. I think it right to inform the Committee 
that in the Act 9 & 10 Viet. c. 110, 1846, there 
was a change made ; I was paid originally for the 
valuation 500 1. a year ; that was limited by the 
Act ; but in the 9 & 10 Viet, it was changed to 
three guineas a day ; on my being appointed 
deputy chairman of the Board of Public Works I 
resigned the three guineas a day and took 500 l. 
as my salary ; that was done at my own suggestion. 

1323. Were those different employments, in 
your opinion, compatible -with the heavy duties 
of the commissioner of valuation, so that they 
could be attended to in the same office ? — They 
were not incompatible ; the roads were com- 
pleted in 1846 ; there were only two of them 
remaining, and they occupied hardly any of my 
time; from 1840 the main roads were finished, and 
only a small portion of my time was devoted to 
them ; the boundary survey was also in such a 
state of order and regulation that it did not re- 
quire very much of my time ; at the commence- 
ment of the valuation I devoted almost my entire 
time to it, and for the first three months I went 
out in the field with the new valuators every 
day ; that was when I was forming what I con- 
sidered to be a school of valuation. 
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Sir 1324. As those several duties had to be at- 

B. Griffith, tended to in different places, could you explain 
Bart. to the Committee how you regulated your time 

in attending to them ?— My time was devoted to 

6 Mayi 869. each as it was required; at that time I was in 
the habit of travelling from the north to the 
south of Ireland, so much as 40 times in the year, 
and I always travelled at night to save the clay. 

1325. As the commissioner of valuation, you 
had the appointment of all the officers under 
you? — I had in the beginning. 

1326. When you say “ in the beginning,” you 
mean to imply, 1 presume, that afterwards you 
had not ? — When the office was placed under the 
Treasury my power of appointing ceased. 

1327. In what year did the office come under 
the Treasury? — In 1852, under the 15 & 16 "Viet, 
c. 63. 

1328. At that- time your power of appointment 
ceased ? — It did. 

1329. During the time that the power was 
vested iu you to appoint officers for the purpose 
of carrying out the objects of the Act had you 
any qualification for the persons to be so em- 
ployed ; had you a qualification examination or 
a competitive examination, so as to get the best 
people you could find ? — I examined them myself 
personally, both in the house and in the field. 

1330. Was there any regular examination that 
people could come up to ? — No. 

1331. Was there any competitive examina- 
tion? — None. 

1332. Colonel Forde.'] I believe that was not 
the time of competitive examinations? — No; I 
am speaking of 1630. 

1333. Chairman .] Mr. Greene has stated that 
there were cei'tain things understood; that the 
men should be surveyors and neat draughtsmen, 
and a third qualification was mentioned ; were 
those things generally attended to by you? — 
Always. The Act required that they should be 
surveyors and valuators of land and houses. 

1334. You stated that you could give a state- 
ment of the course you pursued when you exa- 
mined them yourself, both in the field and in the 
office ? — Yes. 

1335. Would you do so? — The old townland 
valuation was commenced in the county of Lon- 
donderry in 1830. When I came there I inquired 
of the proprietors and their agents, who were 
the persons they employed to value for them 
before letting their lands, for it was a universal 
practice there (fortunately for me) to let lands 
by valuation, and not by tender or proposal, as in 
other parts of Ireland ; I then obtained the names 
of a number of professional surveyors and valua- 
tors who had been engaged in those counties, and 
in the adjoining county of Tyrone ; and after a great 
deal of trouble I fixed upon nine of them, and 
I collected them in the county of Londonderry ; 
we began at Coleraine. I read the Act of Par- 
liament to them, and told them that the principle 
of valuation that I wished to follow was, “ Live 
and let live,” the principle, in fact, on which the 
landlords in the north of Ireland let their lands ; 
that of a low moderate scale. I explained to them 
that they were bound to value the land according 
to the scale of prices contained in the Act; that 
they were to ascertain the quality of the land by 
digging up the active soil and the subsoil ; I ex- 
plained that that particular part was a basaltic 
country, that the soil was formed principally of 
the detritus of the rocks, and that therefore it 
was necessary in all cases where there were 
quarries, to go and examine them, and to see the 



nature of the herbage derived from the disinteg- 
ration of the rocks. We went through all the 
quarries in the first instance, and then we went 
to the land and dug up the soil. Each man 
formed his own opinion of the value of the land 
per acre. The plan I adopted was: I wrote down 
my own bid first, and then I obtained successively 
the bids of the nine valuers ; I afterwards read 
them all out, and we discussed the matter, and after 
some time came to a conclusion as to what was a 
fair price per acre on the principle of “ Live and 
let live.” We then went into another field, and 
found, perhaps, but a slight difference. Having 

t one through a number of fields, at the end of the 
ay I read them all out. The next day I took them 
into another district, where the soil was different, 
and went through the same process. I took the 
geological map in my hand, and made the men 
masters of my views geologically and minera- 
logically, and the value of the different soils 
according to the system that we proceeded on. 
This school was continued a month, and at the 
end of that time I separated them into threes, 
putting one at the head of each party, and I went 
with each alternately for a week. At the end of 
a month I brought them all together again to see 
how they agreed ; and it was perfectly extra- 
ordinary to observe how near they came together ; 
there was rarely a difference of a shilling in the 
pound. The expense of this school of valuation 
was about 5001., and I wrote to the Treasury, 
asking that the amount should not be put to the 
cost of the county, and they accordingly gave 
me the 500 1. After that, I began the valuation 
of county of Londonderry. 

1336. That 500/. was not charged to the 
county? — No, it was not. 

1337. When you speak of a geological map, 
do you mean the map before the Committee r — 
Yes ; before my public appointments I was em- 
ployed as mining engineer and professor of geology 
by the Royal Dublin Society, that was from 
1812 to 1822, and eight months in every year I 
was iu she field making geological surveys of all 
the mines and collieries in Ireland. I had, during 
that period, visited and reported on them all, 
in fact I had made a geological map of Ireland, 
so that when a Committee of the House of 
Commons, of which Lord Monteagle (then Mr. 
Spring Rice) was chairman, met to consider the 
proposed survey and valuation of Ireland, I exhi- 
bited the map to them, together with sections of 
the strata from north to south and east to west 
of Ireland. 

1338. The O' Conor Don.~\ When was that? 
—In 1824. 

1339. Chairman.'] With so many and important 
duties, and so divided, do you think it possible 
for any man, however gifted, to attend to them 
all, and to give the requisite attention to the 
valuation ? — It would appear difficult ; but I 
had selected very good men, and had great confi- 
dence in them, particularly Mr. John Kelly who 
was with me many years before ; he was a farmer 
and surveyor and an excellent judge of land; 
I very soon made him superintendent of 
valuation, and he and I used to go down and 
meet the valuers. I think I was able fully to 
perform my duties. The boundary survey was 
in so forward a state that it did not require the 
same attention as formerly, when there were so 
many disputed boundaries which I had to settle 
myself. 

1340. Your duties, as commissioner 
tion, I presume, required you to give a 
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of attendance to your office in Dublin ? — At that 
time there was no office in Dublin ; the offices 
were in the country. We had an office in Lon- 
donderry, another at Coleraine, and one at Bel- 
fast. There was no valuation office in Dublin till 
about 1S32. 

1341. After the office in Dublin was esta- 
blished, was it not requisite for you to be rather 
constant in your attendance at that office? — No; 
the office duties were chiefly done by Mr. Kelly; 
he managed all the clerks, and did everything ac- 
cording to my direction ; I was there very fre- 
quently, because I did not mind travelling at night. 

1342. Mr. Kelly was the chief man ? — He was. 

1343. I believe he was a very able man? — A 
very able man. 

1344. Can you state whether you attended 
once a day, or once a week, or once a month ? — 
When I was in Dublin I attended every day and 
all the day. 

1345. What would your average attendance 
be? — I could not say. I never neglected my 
duty. I think I was never in one place when I 
was required at another. 

1346. Having a high opinion of Mr. Kelly 
you naturally, I presume, depended a good deal 
on the way in which the work was carried out 
under his inspection ? — The work was very sys- 
tematically carried out. I made the instructions 
in 1830, and everything was carried out under 
the system laid down. 

1347. Did you ever hear of any grumbling 
about your non-attendance at that office ? — Never. 

1348. It has been stated to me that from 1849 
to 1857 you scarcely called at the office at all? 
— There was not a day when I was in Dublin 
that I was not there every morning and almost 
always every afternoon. That was the period when 
I was chairman of the Board of Public Works. 

1349. At that time you were chairman of the 
Board of Public Works? — I was. 

1350. Do you think that the enormous duties 
of the chairman of the Board of Works left you 
leisure for anything else ? — As I said before, the 
Valuation Office as well as the Board of Works 
Office was conducted in very systematic order. 
I was at the Board of Works about five hours 
every day, and I was at the Valuation Office 
before and after. 

1351. Mr. Greene stated that you called at the 
office on vour way to the Board of Works, and 
that sometimes you called on your way back ? — 

es ; I went through all the business at the 
office before I went to the Board of Works, 
every morning. 

1352. Were the expenses of the preliminarv 
valuation that you mentioned as the first that 
you were employed on paid by the counties ? — 
They were paid by the Treasury. 

1353. Do you mean that they were paid, or 
that the money was advanced by the Treasury ? 
— The money was sent to me by the Tre as ury, 
and was not repaid by the counties. 

1354. W ere the counties obliged to repay the 
Treasury ? — Not for the preliminary work, the 
school of valuation. 

1355. 1 mean the preliminary survey for the 
boundary valuation ?— That was part of the 
Ordnance survey, distinct from the valuation, 
and was paid altogether by the Treasury. No 
demand was made upon the counties. 

1356. Mr. Hunt. ] Was that called the Bound- 
ary survey ?— Yes ; it is under 6 Geo. 4, c. 99. 

1357. T - r> 

completed 
fc . 0.57. 



e v i^onor jjon.} wnen was that 
— W e had district boundary surveyors. 



corresponding with those of the Ordnance survey; 
we preceded them. The boundaries were deter- 
mined by a meersman appointed by the proprie- 
tors. They were all marked with numbers ; a 
sketch map of each parish was made by the 
boundary surveyors appointed by me, in which 
they introduced the same marks. When the 
Ordnance surveyors afterwards commenced the 
survey they had the sketch map in their hands, 
and a meersman, and they never made a mistake. 

135S. When was it completed? — About the 
year 1846. 

1359. The Ordnance survey was completed in 
1S46? — It was the counties of Dublin, Cork, 
Tipperary, Limerick, and Kerry. The Ordnance 
survey was completed, I think, about 1846. 

1360. When did it commence ? — In 1825. 

1361. Are you certain? — I am. 

1362. Was the boundary survey of which you 
have been speaking with reference to townlands 
or tenements ? — The boundary survey was to 
determine the boundaries, counties, baronies, pa- 
rishes, and townlands ; it did not go into sub- 
divisions. The Ordnance survey, in the first in- 
stance, surveyed and laid down the different 
features of the country, streams, rivers, roads, 
and principal houses, as well as the boundaries, 
but it did not include the fences. 

1363. Chairman.] What was the expense of 
boundary investigations ? — I am not able to say. 

1364. You say it was paid by the Treasury ? — 
Yes, I could ascertain the amount. 

1365. Mr. Hunt. ] It is the boundary survey 
that you now take a vote for ? — It is. 

>i 1366. I believe it comes to about 500/. a year? 
— It does ; I am at present the boundary sur- 
veyor, but I receive no salary. 

1367. Is it to correct the boundaries according 
to the alteration of the course of rivers, and so 
on ? — It is for the purpose of correcting the altera- 
tions made in the boundaries originally deter- 
mined by me, by the straightening of fences, 
and the alteration of streams, and by give-and- 
take of proprietors. I am not authorised, under 
the Act of Parliament, to alter any boundary 
unless by agreement in writing of the proprietors 
on both sides. 

1368. Chairman.'] The present work chiefly 
relates to alterations made for drainage ? — Yes ; 
drainage, or straightening of fences. 

1369. The entire cost of the townland valuation 
to the counties was stated by Mr. Greene to be 
about 160,000/.? — Yes; that was for three- 
fourths of Ireland. 

1370. It was the tenement valuation being 
called for that prevented your completing the 
other fourth ? — It was. 

1371. The amount was paid exclusively by the 
counties of Ireland ? — It was. 

1372. Had you any communication with the 
counties before or after the survey of the three 
parts of Ireland was completed? — Not a direct 
communication. There were, I think, some 
Parliamentary notices given, but there was no 
communication required from me, except to send 
in the amount. I sent the amount to the Trea- 
sury in Ireland, who forwarded it to the coun- 
ties. It was not sent direct from me. 

1373. You sent the amount in, of course on 
your own responsibility ; o what you considered 
would be necessary to carry on the works you 
were engaged in, but you did not make any com- 
munication to the counties? — I made no com- 
munication to the counties. 

1374. The Treasury, as a matter of course, 

F 3 remitted 
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Sir remitted you the amount you required? — The competent man ? — I do not wish to speak of Mr. 

R. Griffith, Treasury remitted the amount on requisition O’ReiUy particularly; I dismissed him for making 

Bart. from me every three months. false statements ; I do not recollect much of liim° 

_ 1375. On your request as commissioner?— he was rather a clever young man; he was cm- 

6 May 1869. Yes; in anticipation of the expenditure ; and the ployed as a draughtsman. 

expenditure at each assizes was sent to the county 1390. Mr. Lynam was in your employment? 
for which it was incurred. — He was. 

1376. The Treasury were not in any way 1391. You have had opportunities of testing 

interested in the economy of the work that you the abilities of Mr. Lynam, in regard to the 

were carrying on? — They were not. Shannon Navigation as well as in your office, 

1377. They were certain, no matter how ex- was he a competent man? — I have had oppor- 

travagantly the work might be carried on, that tunities of testing his incompetence in valuation 

they would be repaid by the grand juries the by a valuation that he made of the Union of 

entire money that they advanced? — Yes; they Killarney, in the county of Kerry. 

were sure of repayment. 1392. Are you aware that he stated that all 

1378. In case of the grand jury’s refusing on the irregularities of the valuation of which yoti 

any given ground to make the presentment complained were owing to your office? — He 
order, was it not imperative on the judge to put could not say truly that it was owing to our 
it upon the levy without the consent of the grand office, because he got the same instructions as 
jury ? — It was. every other valuator did, and the same as Mr. 

1379. There have been no remonstrances, I Boyne who checked his valuation. 

think Mr. Greene said, from any counties but 1393. I believe he communicated by letter to 
Roscommon and Mayo, on the subject of ex- you, and to Mr. Greene, complaining of the 
penditure ? — There have been none. It was a course pursued towards him by the office ? — He 
very slight one from Mayo. did ; he made complaints which were really of no 

1380. There was one from Leitrim, was there importance, because he had the same instructions 

not • — I think not. that every other valuator in Ireland had, and if 

1381. Would it not account for there being no he had followed them out, he would not have 

communications with you that you had no com- had occasion to make complaints ; he did not do 
munications with the grand juries, and that the his business correctly, and I had occasion to dis- 
grand juries were in perfect ignorance of what miss him in consequence ; I did think highly of 
you were doing ?— I do not think they were. Mr. Lynam at one time, and I gave him a cer- 
There were committees of appeal, and I presided tificate. The fault I found was, that the manner 
always at those committees. I was in communi- in which his work was done rendered it neces- 
cation with every grand jury. 1 attended almost sary to make a re-valuation almost of an entire 
every assizes, and I never heard any complaint; union in consequence of the errors he committed, 
on the contrary', I was always received kindly, whether through carelessness or incompetency 
and I felt that my work was approved. I cannot say. 

1382. These, expenses were very considerable 1394. I believe that was not the only instance 

upon the counties ? They were. in which you were obliged to re-value different 

1383. I find by the returns from the query portions of work done by your officers? — Never 
books that, from 1839 to 1847, imperative pre- in any instance to such an extent. 

sentments for the cost of the valuation were sent 1395. But there were a number of cases of the 
to the county of Roscommon for 5,363 and kind ? — There were a great many cases in which 
from 1854 to 1860, for 11,845 making a total men made a bad valuation from ignorance or 
charge for the valuation of land, irrespective of something of that kind, but never to such an ex- 
l'evisions, of 17,208 l. ? — That was for two dis- tent as in the case of Mr. Lynam. 
tinct valuations, the townland and the tenement. 1396. I believe in 1852 fie published certain 

1384.. Have you any doubt that the money letters putting the fault of everything on your 
was levied ? I have no doubt that the money office ? — I dare say ; he cannot put upon our 
was levied that was certified for. office his making bad valuations, that is impossible. 

1385. I believe that in Roscommon, in the 1397. You had the entire direction of the 
year 1861, compulsory presentments for revision tenement valuation ? — I had. 

were sent, down for 250 1 .? — 1861 was after the 1398. You were the sole commissioner? — I was. 

passing of the 23 Yict. c. 4, under which half 1399. You are answerable for its accuracy and 

the cost was paid by the public. economy ? I am. 

1386. But there were levied on Roscommon 1400. And for the time that was occupied in 

•these large amounts, so much being paid by the the survey ? — Yes. 

Government? I do not know what it was. 1401. Can you state the number of officers 
Ihe county only paid half the actual cost. that were employed in the tenement valuation ? 

1387. I believe the Treasurv admitted that — I cannot; I could do so by referring to the 

they had facilities from this valuation with re- office; the employment of the officers is divided ; 
spect to income tax and other charges coming first it is in the hands of the superintendent, and 
into the Consolidated Fund, and they agreed to next it is in the hands of the heads of each de- 
pay one-half?— They did. . partment; I cannot say without reference how 

1388. I find that we paid 2,666 I. for seven many there were, or what they were employed on- 
years, and that the Treasury paid the same 1402. Colonel Forde.] Was it not the case 
amount, making over 5,000 l. for one county that certain landed proprietors or persons in each 
alone ; I have been informed that the entire re- county were associated with you before that va- 
vision of the county of .Roscommon may be made luation was printed, and that they had a perfect 
by -competent men for 200 l. a year? — Ido not knowledge of everything that was done? — They 
believe that competent men could do it correctly had ; in the townland valuation there were com- 

i oon* xr? 3 ' 1 -i mittees of appeal for each barony. 

1389. W ould you say that Mr. O’Reilly, who 1403. -And each barony was perfectly con- 
was for some time in your employment, was a versant with everything that was going on as far 

as 
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as those gentlemen were concerned ? — They had 
an examination of the books ; they had the field 
books on the table, and they had the power of 
examining them, and they did examine them. 

1404. Then you had the county as well? — 
There was a committee for the whole county 
afterwards, for the purpose of taking the whole 
valuation into consideration. 

1405. Do you remember who constituted the 
committee for Roscommon ? — I cannot recol- 
lect. 

1406. The O' Conor DonI\ These committees 
were merely committees of appeal ? — Committees 
of appeal appointed by the county. 

1407. They were to hear the appeals that were 
made by persons objecting to the valuation? — 
Yes, and to decide on them. 

1408. But they did not go into an examination 
as to how the valuation was carried on, or the 
expense of it ? — They only went into an exami- 
nation of the accuracy of the valuation. 

1409. In the particular cases brought under 
their notice ? — The system was the same in 
all, and the accuracy was to a certain degree 
proved by the results of the appeals. In every 
case I appointed a valuator to re- value in the ap- 
peal cases who was not previously employed in 
the county, and who had not seen the previous 
valuation. The original valuator and the check- 
valuator were both examined ; the committee 
then came to a decision, and it was very seldom 
that any alteration was made. 

1410. I want to have it quite clear that the 
sole duty of these committees was to inquire into 
appeals that -were lodged against the accuracy of 
the valuation in particular cases ? — Certainly ; 
that was their sole duty. 

1411. Colonel Forde.~\ Did they not do more 
than that ; w ere they not associated with you ; 
did you ever consult them ? — I always consulted 
them in regard to every decision. 

1412. Did you consult them with reference to 
the valuation of the different districts ? — In con- 
versation, certainly ; we had constant conversation 
with regard to the system of agriculture, and 
other matters which country gentlemen are con- 
versant with. 

1413. In fact, you were in constant commu- 
nication with them while the baronial survey was 
going on? — Yes, at every committee of appeal; 
1 attended at almost every county assizes, and 1 
met the grand juries constantly. 

1414. Sir Frederick Heygate.'] Did you never 
hear any objection to the valuation? — I never 
heard any objection. The principle I acted upon 
was this : as soon as the valuation was made I sent 
it in manuscript, or in rough print, to every gen- 
tleman and to every agent to criticise. Appeals 
were then made ; these gentlemen sat with me 
at those appeals, and they were decided. Every 
possible publication of the facts was given. 

1415. Chairman .] Do you remember having 
a conversation with me, when I complained of 
the valuation of the barony of French Park being 
too high, and you stated that you had 6ent a sub- 
valuator there, but unfortunately he had gone 
wrong in his head and committed suicide ? — 5 do 
not recollect that ; I recollect speaking to you on 
the subject. 

1416. Will you tell the Committee what 
officers you think ought to be employed to com- 
plete the valuation of Ireland in one year if there 
was to be a new valuation ? — I do not think we 
could complete it in one year ; we could not effect 
a new valuation without increasing the office 

0.57. 



enormously and then dismissing the hands after- 
wards ; no commissioner could conduct it ; the 
work should be divided among two or three com- 
missioners; I think it could only be done in 
three or four years. 

1417. Taking Ireland generally, you have 
15,464,825 acres of arable land, and you have 
4,773,171 acres of mountain, woods, &c. ? — I 
know Ireland very well ; I am sure I ought to 
know it ; I think it could not be done by any 
establishment in one or two years; I think it 
might be done with very great exertion in three. 

1418. With regard to the arable land, would 
not 172 valuators be perfectly suffieientto carryout 
the entire work ? — I do not think we could check 
the work of 172 valuators; you could not collect, 
the persons ; they do not exist ; I was obliged 
to create the whole of the original establishment 
myself; now they are scattered, and it would be 
very difficult to collect even those who are still 
alive; the tenement valuation of Ireland has 
nearly put an end to all other valuations ; our 
valuation is used as a criterion everywhere ; at 
present there are scarcely any valuators employed 
in Ireland. 

1419. I find that you spent on the tenement 
valuation 325,000 /. — I think so. 

1420. With the most liberal allowance of 
salaries, is it not the fact that the total amount 
ought to be 204,000/. or 205,000/., so that the 
counties have had to pay 127,000 /. more than 
was requisite ? — That is according to the opinion 
of Mr. O’Reilly and Mr. Lynam ; I would not 
give much for their opinions. 

1421. You are wrong in that assumption ; the 
estimate is not made by Mr. Lynam or Mr. 
O’Reilly, but by a person whom you would admit 
to be very able in his profession : if you cannot 
answer the question, 1 will not persevere in it ? 
—I conceive it is impossible to make a valuation 
in one year ; and the revision of the valuation of 
Ireland is estimated at 50,000 /. only. 

1422. Do you think it impossible to have the 
work executed for 120,000 /. less than the counties 
have been forced to pay?— I do not think it 
possible. I have been as economical as any man 
could be in every way. It is more expensive 
now, because the Treasury has increased the 
salaries of the different officers. I made the salaries, 
as it was generally considered, very low, and the 
people employed under me were constantly com- 
plaining and writing to the “Civil Service 
Gazette,” making complaints of the miserable 
pittances I gave them. If anything, I think I 
was too economical. I had a check upon what 
every man did, and I believe I was a good judge 
of what ought to be done. I took the greatest 
pains to make everything as economical as pos- 
sible. 

1423. Can you state, from personal knowledge 
and examination, that you have any single indi- 
vidual in your office qualified according to these 
regulations?—! am perfectly satisfied that I 
have not a single person in the office that is not 
qualified. 

1424. Do you say that with regard to Mr. 
Terence Alt ? — He has been in the service a 
great number of years and he makes very good 
valuations. He is son-in-law of Mr. Kelly, who 
is a very good judge of the value of land. 

1425. The O' Conor DonJ] His salary is as high 
as that of the superintendent over him ?— He has 
been a very long time in the service, and ac- 
cording to the Treasury rule the salary increases 
until it comes to the maximum. 

* 4 1426. Chairman.'] 



Sir 

R, Griffith, 
Bart. 

6 May 1869. 
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Sir 1426. Chairman.'] Mr. Terence Alt is com- 

R. Griffith, monly allowed 5 .«. a day when sent out on duty, 
Bart. that being your limit for hotel expenses? — I 

cannot explain these matters. They will be better 

fi May lS6g. explained by the superintendent of the office ; I 
am not conversant with them, Mr. Greene knows 
better with regard to these arrangements than I 
do. 

1427. I believe that offices were given in 
Baggot-street to your solicitor? — He has a room 
in Ely-plane. 

1428. You were obliged, then, to take some 
additional accommodation? — We did not; that 
was a spare room. 

1429. Did they not take offices over your 
stables? — Not over my stables. The offices of 
the Boundary Survey were regulated by the 
Treasury. I was allowed 100 L a year for the 
supply of a furnished office. When I built my 
house, I also built offices iu it, and attached to it. 
I paid all the taxes. The account office was there. 
I thought it desirable to have the accountant’s 
office under my own surveillance. Every draft 
was brought to me to sign. The survey and 
account office has been held there since 182-8, 
and is there still. The Board of Works have 
not yet fitted up the office in Ely-place. 

1430. They have given up the office now ? — 
No ; but I have not received anything in pay- 
ment for it since I resigned. 

1431. The O'Connr Don.] You say that the 
accountant’s office is in your house? — Yes it is. 

1432. Chairman.] Do I understand that 100 /. 
a year is all the expenditure ? — That is the whole 
of the expenditure. 

1433. Does that include the other office ? — No ; 
it is for the account office in my house. There 
are four rooms. 

1434. What is the charge for the office in Ely- 
place ? — It is a large house. I believe the chax'ge 
is 270 l. a year. 

1435. Thei’efore all the persons in your office 
can still be accommodated there ? — Yes, but I 
wished, as long as I was Commissioner of the 
Board, to have the office under my own custody. 
The office is still there, because they have not 
made arrangements necessary to remove it. 

1436. There is no need now of keeping that 
office ? — No, not now, and it is not paid for. I 
wish to say, with regard to the qualifications of 
the officers, that though I had a general sur- 
veillance over the establishment, they were un- 
der the superintendence of Mr. Kelly and Mr. 
Greene. Mr. Greene has been superintendent 
since 1860, and he can give information on that 
point. I know generally, but I cannot give you 
the particulars. 

1437. You are answerable, being the head ? — 
I am ; but I have confidence in others ; and, 
as far as I know, I believe them all to be very 
fit persons, and capable of performing their 
duties. But I cannot speak of their personal 
qualifications as Mr. Greene can. He was with 
them every day. 

1438. If I were to give you the names of the 
officers whose appointments I question, would 
you and Mr. Greene be prepared to answer any 
questions I might ask you respecting them ? — 
1 would rather that Mr. Greene should answer 
the question. 

1439. The O' Conor Don^] Are there any 
others in the office in your house except the 



accountant and his two assistants? — There are 
three assistants; the third is a general assist- 
ant. 

1440. For the whole department? — For the 
whole department ; when I was there he always 
wrote my official letters from dictation, and 
assisted me in my semi-official correspondence : 
he made the special returns, and had communi- 
cations with all the towns for procuring the mar- 
ket prices in them ; in fact, he is a most useful, 
clever man. 

1441. He, in fact, acted as a sort of private 
secretary ? — Very much so. 

1442. Now he is the first officer in the esta- 
blishment after Mr. Greene? — He is the oldest 
after Mr. Greene, and therefore he is placed at 
the head of the list. 

1443. He has his office in your house? — He is 
a great deal in the office in Ely-place ; he assists 
the accountant very often ; he is particularlv 
clever in making returns, and in statistics of ail 
kinds. 

1444. By whom was the Ordnance survey made : 
— By Colonel Coleby, in the beginning; subse- 
quently, by Sir Thomas Larcom. 

1445. I mean the geological survey ; by whom 
was the map made that is now before the Com- 
mittee? — By General Larcom. 

1446. By the advice of General Larcom ? — By 
himself under Ordnance officers. 

1447. By whom was it paid for? — By the 
Treasury. 

1448. Do you mean to say that it was not in- 
cluded in the expenses of those officers who were 
employed by you, which expenses were sent 
down compulsorily to the counties ? — They never 
made a line of it; they neither drew the map 
nor engraved it. The geological lines were on 
the map made by' me before I was an officer be- 
longing to the Government, before 1822, but 
they have been improved since that time ; when 
the valuators come into a field, they required to 
go to every quarry to deduct it out of the arable 
land, and to put a smaller price upon the land in- 
jured by spore around it. I requested them to 
take the dip of the strata, and every one of 
them did so for me; that is all that I had from 
them. 

1449. The map was not coloured in the office? 
— No ; the first copy I made myself. 

1450. Were not the officers employed in co- 
louring and 60 on, and was not the expense 
charged to the counties in the valuation ? — Co- 
loured copies were required for the Valuation 
Office, ana for my own office ; the valuators used 
often to come in and examine it; I used to 
point out the rocks to them, the yellow sand- 
stone, for instance, as the sort above it is most 
difficult in Ireland to value. 1 could not do with- 
out it. The map was coloured and prepared for 
the Irish Bailway Commissioners m the year 
1838, and was engraved by order of the Treasury, 
and at the cost of the Treasury. I could not 
now get a copy of that map myself without pay- 
ing for it. 

1451. I am asking you with regard to the cost 
of making it ; was it not paid for by the counties ? 
— No ; the geological map was made before the 
valuation began. It was corrected in detail, I 
admit, by the boundary surveyors : but it was 
originally made by myself, during 10 years’ la- 
bour between 1812 and 1822. 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE OK GENERAL VALUATION, &C. (IRELAND). 



49 



Thursday , 1 3 th May 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Yiscount Crichton. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 



Mr. Hunt. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollarcl-Urquliart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 
Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Sir Richard Griffith, Bai-t., called in; and re-examined. 



1452. Chairman.'] I asked you, on the last 
occasion, a question with regard to the geological 
map, whether it was paid for by the counties ; I 
believe your answer was that it was paid for by 
the Treasury ? — It was paid for by the Treasury 
as a geological map, but I think I mentioned 
afterwards that the valuators and other persons 
connected occasionally with the boundary survey 
made observations, especially with respect to 
quarries, taking the dips of the strata. Except 
that, as far as I can recollect, the whole was paid 
for by the Treasury. 

1453. That was in the year 1838 ? — The origi- 
nal map was engraved in 1838. The map that 
I considered was prepared at the expense of the 
counties, was the map that you prepared for the 
Dublin and Paris expositions ; that was the 
same. 

1454. Not exactly the same? — It is the same 
as that before the Committee ; that was published 
in 1855. 



1455. The original railway map is described 
to me as an inchographical chart, showing the 
boundaries of counties, baronies, and parishes, and 
the beds of the different rock formations ? — That 
is not the description of that map. 

1456. It is the description of the first map ? — 
The first map contained the boundaries of counties, 
parishes, and baronies, together with the boun- 
daries of all the rock formations. 



1457. The second map did show the plan of 
the. general dip of the stratified series, and the 
position of the cropping up of the igneous or pri- 
mary formations ? — Yes ; so did the first, only it 
was corrected in the second. The first that was 
printed in 1838 contained the boundaries of all 
the rock formations ; the other was revised for 
general purposes by order of the Treasury. I 
employed the parties, chiefly one man, to revise 
the. boundaries, particularly in the carboniferous 
series, which in most geological maps is put in one 
uniform blue colour, but I divided it into four 
series, which is of great importance in an aori- 
cultural as well as a geological point of view. 
My map is the . only one ever printed in any 
country that so divides the carboniferous series. 

1458. Is it not the fact that, in preparing that 
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map. Mi-. Byron, with his staff, were employed, 
and that their travelling and permanent expenses 
were paid by the valuation service ? — I do not 
recollect Mr. Marquis ; Mr. Byron was not em- 
ployed on it. It was Mr. Patrick Gansley. 

1459. TV ere any of the persons in the pay of 
the counties employed in the preparation of the 
specimens and the map that you sent to the Paris 
Exhibition ? — I think not, but I cannot recollect 
by whom the geological map was coloured. 

1460. Do you think that the officers employed, 
such as Mr. Cleaiy, Mr. Alt, and Mr. Bell, are 
worthy to be in the first class ? — I speak gene- 
rally, not from any personal knowledge of having- 
been with them, that is Mr. Greene’s department. 
I spoke to Mr. Greene on the subject, and he 
told me that they were all fair, and good men ; 
some were better than others; but they were all 
good. Mr. Altt was especially mentioned ; he had 
long been employed on the valuation service, but 
he is not employed in valuing now. There are 
no valuators now in the field except the annual 
revision valuators, and they do not make any 
valuation, they only sub-divide. 

1461. Did Mr. Greene, whom you put at the 
head of the office, ever make a valuation of land 
or .houses ? — Yes, he explained it fully in his own 
evidence ; I should not have appointed him if he 
had not been so. 

1462. You have a timekeeper in the office 
who notes the attendance of the persons em- 
ployed? — Yes. 

1463. Of course he keeps a book? — Yes, and 
that book is read and checked very carefully ; if 
anyone was absent frequently it was recorded, 
and placed before me. 

1464. Have you any recollection of a person of 
the name of Kennedy who was employed in the 
survey of Westmeath and Roscommon? — I do 
not recollect him ; I could ascertain if you o-ave 
me the year. 

1465. This gentleman has stated that he was 
sent to value certain laud in Westmeath, and it 
being over the estimate that was in the office 
considered correct, he was directed by the officials 
under you to charge the extra cost to the 

county 



Sir 

?. Griffith. 
Bart. 

13 May 
i8Gy. 
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gi v county of Roscommon ? — I do not quite under - 
R. Griffith, stand. 

Bai t. 1460. If a piece of work was doue that was to 

cost 10 /., and it cost 20 /., might you have said, 

j 3 May “ Put the extra 10/. on the county of Boscom- 

18G9. mon ” ? — I cannot answer that question ; it never 

came before me, therefore I cannot judge of it. 
If I knew the date I should know if it was in 
the time of Mr. Kelly or Mr. Greene. I 
do not say that it would not come before me, 
for there was nothing that occurred that did not 
come before me at the time : but after so many 
years I cannot recollect all the details. 

1467. Was there a person of the name of 
Skipp in your employment. ? — There was. 

1466. Bid you ever place his name upon the 
expense list of the Ordnance valuation, or upon any 
other document ? — A messenger was employed in 
the year 1S26 or 1S27 ; I think in 1826. I found 
it was necessary, from the frequent communica- 
tions that were made between the Ordnance 
Survey, in the Phceuix Park, and my office, that 
there should be a central office. The Boundary 
Survey was made in four districts corresponding 
with the Ordnance Survey districts. We pre- 
ceded them ; we were one county before them, 
and it was necessary to have a central office, on 
account of the constant reference made to the 
Ordnance Survey. As I mentioned before, I 
was allowed by the Treasury 100/. a year to 
provide an office, consisting of four rooms. I 
was to furnish it, and I was to supply a servant 
or messenger to attend the office. That office 
remained in Baggot-street until the year 1828, 
when I built my new house, and a large office in 
the yard attached to the house. I appropriated 
the front parlour and the hack parlour to the 
office, and then I employed a messenger of the 
name of Skipp. Skipp lived in my house, and, 
after the office hours, acted as my servant ; he is 
not in the office now, but he continues with me, 
and I pay him a larger salary. 

1469. Was his name entered in the list ? — He 
was entered as a messenger. 

1470. Did he wear your livery all the time? — 
Never ; I had a footman who wore my livery, 
but he was never charged. 

1471. You told us the offices for which you 
did not receive any pay ; will you state what 
were the offices for which you were paid, and 
what was your yearly emolument? — That de- 
pends upon the time ; there is not any depart- 
ment connected with the Public Works in Ireland 
in which I have not been employed. In many 
of the offices I filled, I received no salary ; for 
instance, I received no salary in connection with 
the original Shannon Commission, of which I was 
an honorary commissioner; I acted for several 
years, but received no salary. I attended to all 
the works of the several contractors; afterwards 
in 1846, when I was a Commissioner of Public 
Works, I continued the same duty; I also acted 
as commissioner for the railways, and wrote a 
long report on the geology of Ireland. I laid 
out on the map all the lines of railway expected 
to be made, and many of them followed the very 
lines that I laid out in the valleys; I was 
guided by the geological lines along the flat 
valleys. I carried on the roads in the county of 
Tipperary and the county of Kerry. There was 
one road called the Anglesea road, and another 
the Popple O’Keefe-road. 

1472. Those were the Williamstown roads ? — 
Yes; there were 88 miles of road, and they cost 



43,000 /. The whole of the work was carried 
on under my direction ; I was responsible for the 
expenditure of the money ; I never even charged 
for my travelling expenses. The roads occupied 
three years in execution; I was only there 
occasionally, hut sometimes I stopped there a 
fortnight. 

1473. Will you state the appointments for 
which you did receive a salary? — In the yeai 
1822 1 was appointed by the Marquis of Wellesley 
to he engineer for public works in the southern 
districts, including the counties of Cork, Limerick, 
Kerry, and Tipperary. In the first instance I 
was directed to employ the starving population in 
the completion of presentment works. The 
famine did not last above six weeks; but on 
its completion I was directed to lay out lines 
through the great country which extends from 
the river Blaekwater, in the county of Cork, to 
the Shaunon, in the county of Limerick, a district 
40 miles in length, and from 20 to 25 miles in 
breadth, in which there was no road passable for 
wheel carriages, in consequence of which the 
Whiteboys, the then disturbers of Ireland, were 
in the habit of using it as an impregnable fort- 
ress, into which they drove the cattle from the 
fertile valleys beneath ; I laid out 100 miles of 
road in that district. Perhaps they are tire best 
now in the south of Ireland. I also laid out 
roads in the county of Kerry, and in the southern 
part of the county of Cork, between Skibbereen, 
and Crookhaven. 

1474. You got nothing for that ? — Yes ; I was 
paid for that. That was in the years 1846, 1847, 
1848, and 1849. 

1475. T believe Government did not make much 
money out of that after selling the estate ? — That 
is another affair; it is the Popple O’Keefe- 
road. 

1476. What did you receive? — When I was 
sent down by the Marquis of Wellesley to con- 
struct those roads my pay was three guineas a 
day and travelling expenses; 1 never exceeded 
that. The work I was then employed upon lasted 
till 1828. The other roads that I spoke of were 
finished in 1830. In the year 1825, after the 
report was made relative to railways and the sur- 
vey and valuation of Ireland, by the Committee 
of the House of Commons, presided over by the 
late Lord Monteagle, I was sent for while engaged 
on the southern district roads by the Marquis of 
Wellesley, and he told me, after the Ordnance 
Survey had been commenced, that it was necessary 
that the boundaries of all the counties, baronies, 
parishes, and townlands of Ireland should he 
marked out I was then employed by him as 
boundaiy surveyor. 

1477. Had you any year 3,000/.? — Never. 
The most that I ever received altogether in 
one year was 1,500/., and that was when I was 
chairman of the Board of Works, for which I 
had 1,000 1. a, year, and 500 /. a year from the 
valuation service. 

1478. That is the highest you ever had? — 
It was. 

1479. The O' Conor Don.'] You stated the other 
day that you commenced the townland valuation 
in 1830 with five or six persons? — Nine per- 
sons. 

1480. In the counties of Londonderry and 
Antrim ? — Yes. 

1481. There you formed, what you called, 
your school of valuation ? — I did. 

1482. I believed you framed in those counties 

a scale 
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a scale upon which the valuation was to be con- 
ducted ? — I prepared a scale of agricultural pro- 
duct which was included in the Act ; in fact, I 
prepared the Act. also ; I was sent for by Mr. 
Goulburn to assist in making it. 

1483. In your valuation in the north of Ire- 
land you laid down certain rules, which were to 
be followed throughout the rest of the country ; 
you took certain townlands as standards for 
valuation, did you not ? — 1 took the whole 
district of the northern parts of the counties 
of Londonderry and Antrim, which represented 
a greater variety of soils than any other part of 
Ireland : I took that as a scale ; I was in the 
habit for many years of sending people to value 
the different townlands for the purpose of testing 
them, to see whether they adhered to the same 
scale or not. 

1484. The typical scale for the valuation of 
the whole of Ireland was formed by you in the 
north? — Yes, it was. 

1485. It was upon that scale that the south, 
and west, and other parts were afterwards valued? 
— Yes, as long- as the same scale of agricultural 
prices contained in the Act continued; hut in 
1846 it was lowered. 

1486. There was a new Act of Parliament 
then passed ? — Yes. 

1487. The scale of prices was not altered in 
the Act passed in 1846 ?— Xo : I believe it was 
in 1853 that the scale was reduced. 

1488. In the year 1844 there was a Committee 
appointed to inquire into the townland valuation 
of Ireland ? — There was. 

1489. Two years after the Report of that Com- 
mittee, in consequence of the introduction of the 
poor laws, the Tenement Valuation Act of 1846 
was passed ? — That was the first Tenement 
Valuation Act ; that was limited to the counties 
of Dublin, Cork, Limerick, Kerry, and Water- 
ford. 

1490. Was the valuation carried on under the 
first Tenement Valuation Act on the same prin- 
ciple as the valuation that took place under the 
previous Act? — It was on the same principle, 
but not according to the actual practice, because, 
in the first Act we had three valuators together; 
and in the second we had only one. Then I 
adopted the principle of check valuations, which 
was cheaper, and which turned out to be a great 
deal more accurate ; I had only a few men, who 
were constantly employed in checking the others; 
rf I found that they differed in their scale I sent 
these men with them to correct the scale. 

1491. Do you think that those counties that 
were valued under that Act were valued at a 
cheaper rate per acre than any others?— The 
tenement valuation was a much more detailed 
valuation, and consequently was more expensive. 

1492. I am speaking of the comparison between 
those counties and the counties valued under 15 & 
16 Viet., which was also a tenement valuation; 
which were the counties that were done most 
cheaply; those valued under 9 & 10 Viet., or those 

valued subsequently?— That would depend a 
great deal on circumstances, according to the 
number of details. 

, ^^3. ^ oa cou ld not say, as a general rule, 
that there was any great difference ?— I could not 
say, as a general rule. In some counties the 
cost was greatly increased by the necessity of 
employing surveyors to add the subdivisions of 
tenements to the Ordnance map. The Ord- 
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tenements, and I was not allowed to value in 
any other way. Louth, for instance, cost double, 
in consequence of the surveys that were made by 
the surveyors employed by me to subdivide th'c 
townlands into tenements. 

1494. Between the year 1844 and the year 
1853, when the first county was published under 
the tenement valuation, what was the office 
doing; there was no practical finished result 
attained during that time ? — The others were 
finishing ; in some of them there was a great deal 
of detail ; after the work was done in the field, 
there was a great quantity of detail to be 
done in the office. We can produce the books 
showing how the men were employed ; it is so 
very long ago that I cannot now give the 
details. 

1495. For nine years after 1844 there was not 
a single county issued ? — I believe the valuators 
were very much reduced. There is a Paper be- 
fore the Committee showing the regular reduc- 
tion that took place from over 300 'hands down 
to 96. 

•1496. I understand that that reduction took 
place after 1853 ? — Whatever reductions there 
were are shown in that Paper. 

1497. The date of the completion of the work 
of tlie first gentleman is 2nd August 1852 : I 
want to know if it is the fact that between 1844, 
when the Committee sat, and 1853, when the 
first county was issued, the Valuation Office, al- 
though perhaps busily employed, accomplished no 
finished result?— I am not capable of answering 
the question. We have data showing how every 
man was employed during that period, and what 
was done. There were other counties finishing. 
The counties that were previously valued in tlTe 
field were to be calculated and issued. There 
were a "reat many of them issued long after 
1S46. Then the tenement valuation was com- 
menced, which was a very costly valuation. In 
Tipperary, for iustanee, the changes were" very 
great. Part of the barouy of Owney and Arra 
was valued three times, and all of it twice, be- 
cause the changes of tenement were so numerous 
that we had to go over them again. It. was not 
on v that new tenants came in, hut the boundaries 
were altered, and new fences were made. We 
were weaij going over it. 

1498. lou stated that the principle followed 
before 1844 was the same principle of valuation 
that was followed under the first Tenement 
Valuation Act? — The principle of the Acts 
throughout was the same, and it continues up to 
the present time. 

1499. Are you aware that the principle was 
condemned by the Committee of 1844?— I do 
not recollect the circumstance. 

1500. I will read you two or three extracts 

from the Report of the Committee : they say on 
page 8, “ The principle of valuation employed by 
Mr. Griffith is not founded upon an estimate of 
the probable letting value, and therefore it ap- 
pears to be open to the objections just alleged r 11 
• en .i - sa ^’ extension to these coun- 

ties, ’ that is the counties that were not at that 
time valued, “ of Mr. Griffith’s valuation will 
create a second valuation for the imposition of 
another local tax framed uniformly, but upon an 
unsound principle ?”— The Act was not altered, 
and I was bound to follow the Act, not their re- 
commendation. 

P n page 10 they recommend, “That 
Mr. Griffith be instructed not to continue his 
G ^ + " valuation 
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valuation upon tlie principle which he has hitherto 
followed ” ? — Tliat principle was to value accord- 
ing to a scale of agricultural prices, not according 
to rents, but the Act was never altered. 

1502. Before that Committee of 1844, 1 believe 
a Mr. Purdon was examined, one of your chief 
valuators ? — Yes; he was a very clever man. 

1503. He stated that the townland valuation 
was a comparative valuation ; that it was a com- 
parison with other lands that was chiefly attended; 
that it was not a valuation of land in the particu- 
lar district, but a comparative valuation, as I 
presume, with the lands that you valued first ! — 
No ; it was a general comparison. It was a relative 
valuation, and the committees of appeal against 
the townland valuation were obliged to take it 
as such. The principle of the Act was that it 
was to be a uniform valuation of Ireland con- 
ducted on the same scale ; so that, no matter 
what change might take place in the actual prices 
of agricultural produce, the valuation was to be 
made with relation to the scale of prices contained 
in the Act. That was the principle, and I think 
it was a very just one, considering that more than 
20 years elapsed from the time the first valuation 
was made until the last was completed. Other- 
wise, if there was a great rise, as there has been 
since, in prices, the valuation could not be uniform. 
My object always was to make it uniform. The 
only means I had of doing it was to send people, 
not to the county of Antrim, but perhaps to 
Meath or Kilkenny, where there was land which 
we thought of the same character, in order to 
check the valuation. 

1504. You endeavoured to make it a uniform 
valuation? — We did, and I think we effected it. 

1505. Do you consider the present tenement 
valuation a uniform valuation ? — No ; chiefly on 
account of the change that has taken place in the 
scale of taxes. In a great degree it is based on 
that. At the present time there is a great im- 
proT ement in the quantity and quality of agri- 
cultural produce, but I could not take that into 
consideration. 

1506. With the exception of the difference in 
the taxes, you consider that the present tene- 
ment valuation is a uniform one, in the same way 
as the townland is uniform ? — It was endeavoured 
to be made the same as far as possible. 

1507. Then, I suppose, relatively one to the 
other, you would consider there ought to be the 
same difference in the two valuations in any 
particular county ?— There is this difference: 
we take into consideration the improvement 
of agriculture. Though I adhere to the prices 
of agricultural produce, the improvement of 
agriculture, and the increase in the produce of 
the soil, in consequence of that improvement, 
should be considered. We kept the scale down 
on account of the low scale of agricultural prices, 
but still the improvement of agriculture must be 
added to the value. 

1508. In what parts of Ireland would you say 
from your knowledge, that this improvement in 
agriculture has in the most marked way taken 
place ? — Certainly more in the north than any- 
where else. I should say in the counties of Down, 
Armagh, and Londonderry. 

1509. There has been a great improvement 
since the time when the valuation was made ? — 
Yes, the first valuation. 

1510. There has been relatively greater im- 
provement in the system of agriculture in the 
north than in the south ? — A great deal ; I should 



say, if you took the county of Down as a criterion, 
that land that would be worth there 20 s., would 
not be set down at much more than 10 ?. in the 
county of Mayo. 

1511. I am not asking in what part of Ireland 
agriculture is carried on in the best way, but in 
what part of Ireland has the greatest improve- 
ment in agriculture taken place, because it is 
quite possible that when the townland valuation 
was made, the cultivation of the north of Ireland 
was superior to that of the west? — No doubt it 
was. 

1512. My question is, in what part of Ireland 
would you say the. greatest improvement in 
agriculture has taken place, since the year 1830, 
or since the time when the valuation commenced? 
— I think a great deal more has taken place in 
the north generally than in the south, but on the 
whole there has been a great improvement in 
agriculture everywhere. The county of Carlow, 
and parts of the county of Wexford, in the south, 
are thosejin which the greatest improvements have 
taken place. 

1513. Do you think that there has been a 
great improvement in Tipperary, Cork, and 
Limerick ? — A considerable improvement. 

1514. Do you think that the improvement has 
been relatively greater in the northern counties ? 
— Yes ; the gentry in their domains have im- 
proved everywhere, and very nearly on the same 
system, but 6ome are better than others. 

1515. You are aware, I suppose, that there is 
a greater difference between the townland valua- 
tion and the tenement valuation in some counties 
than there is in others ?— Yes ; I think there is 
more in the county of Down than anywhere 
else. 

1516. According to Mr. Greene’s evidence, the 
tenement valuation cost about 5 d. an acre ; was 
it not estimated by you in 1844 as likely to cost 
only a halfpenny an acre ? — If I said a halfpenny 
an acre, I must have meant in addition to what 
the other cost ; I never could have intended to 
estimate the valuation at a halfpenny an acre. 

1517. Having the townland valuation in exist- 
ence, and turning that into a tenement valuation, 
I think you stated that it would cost about a half- 
penny an acre ? — I daresay I did, but I was mis- 
taken, chiefly owing to the immense quantity of 
detail ; I thought we could subdivide the work as 
we could at present. I can now make a revaluation 
of Ireland at a penny an acre, because we have 
all the townlands divided into tenements. We 
know the contents of every tenement; every 
house is in its place ; all that we should have to 
do would be to examine the soil generally, and 
correct it. It is not like making a new valuation 
altogether. We should be aWe to do it for a 
penny an acre at the present time. 

1518. Was the townland valuation much used 
in making the tenement valuation in those coun- 
ties which were valued under the townland ? — It 
was kept back from the valuators for fear they 
should copy it; it was used by the check valuators 
and by me. 

1519. It was not furnished to the valuators? — • 
No. They had only the gross amount of the 
townlands, which was printed ; they had that 
much. 

1520. In the field-books the townland valuation 
was not entered? — No; only the gross amounts, 
which were printed for circulation. We had the 
field-books in the office. 

1521. Under the townland valuation the town- 

lands 
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lands were divided into what they called te quality 
lots,” were they not ? — They were. 

1522. These quality lots did not appear in the 
field-books given to the valuators ? — The maps on 
which the quality lots were laid down were not 
given ; they dotted the boundaries of the different 
qualities on the maps, and prices were entered in 
their field-book, and very often on their map ; 
they perhaps divided the townland into 20 quality 
lots. 

1523. The townland valuators did ? — Yes ; but 
those maps were not given to the tenement valua- 
tors. 

1524. The maps that were given to the tene- 
ment valuators were clean maps ? — Yes. 

1525. And the books they received had no re- 
ference at all to those quality lots ? — It was a 
blank book. 

1526. I suppose the system adopted was a uni- 
form one all over Ireland ? — Exactly the same 
throughout ; as given in the valuation instruc- 
tions, which everyone was required to follow. 

1527- I could not gather very clearly from Mr. 
Greene at what period of the valuation the taxes 
were deducted? — From the beginning. 

1528. From the beginning? — From the com- 
mencement of the townland valuation. 

1529. Supposing you were valuing, under the 
tenement valuation, a particular county, one of 
the elements in that valuation was the taxation in 
that county ? — Yes ; the county cess and the 
poors rate. 

1530. The county cess and the poor rate had 
to be deducted from the valuation as it appeared 
in the first instance ? — Yes ; the fact is, the Act 
was wrong : what was meant was, the taxation 

aid by the tenant, but it was put generally : the 
alf paid by the landlord was not intended to be 
deducted. 

1531. At what time would the deduction be 
made ; would it be made in each individual tene- 
ment, or was it made over the whole county just 
before the county was published ? — It was on an 
average of years, perhaps three or five ; it was 
the average taxation during those years that 
we. took, not one year. I think it was done by 
unions. 

1532. You took the average rate over the 
union? — Yes, the average rate for five years ; and 
the scale of agricultural prices contained in the 
Act had been reduced. 

# 1533. This average rate was calculated imme- 
diately before the union was published ? — It 
was. 

1534. You did not take the taxes that existed 
upon each particular holding or tenement ? — No, 
we could not do that ; it would make it more un- 
equal than it is with respect to other counties, 
and one part of the county would be a great deal 
higher taxed than another. 

1535. These taxes never appeared in the field- 
books ? — No, they were taken off in the office. 

1536. I . understood Mr. Greene to say that 
they were in the field-books? — Very likely, but 
it was all calculated in the office, not by the 
valuator. The per-centage to be deducted was 
determined in the office ; it may have been sent 
sometimes to the valuators, but I think generally 
speaking it was not sent. A 11 the checks for de- 
ductions or additions are put down in the margin ; 
the valuator puts down the price, and he puts in 
the margin all deductions or additions on account 
of local circumstances. 

0.57. 



1537. Did he put down the particular poor 
rate on each tenant, or the particular county 
cess ; was that one of the deductions ? — That was 
a per-centage taken off in the office. 

1538. That was not one of the deductions that 
the valuator had to make ? — No ; his deductions 
were all for local circumstances on account of 
aspect, elevation, bad roads, or any peculiar local 
circumstance. 

1539. I suppose you agree with Mr. Greene 
in thinking that a new valuation of three-fourths 
of Ireland is now required? — Yes. 

1540. You were at the head of the department 
when it was calculated that the valuation would 
cost about 50,000 /. ? — I was. 

1541. How many new hands did you calculate 
it would be necessary to employ in order to carry 
this on ? — I do not remember. The number of 
valuators would not be great, because we have 
the check valuators. 

1542. I suppose that was a most important 
element in making this calculation ? — Of course. 
We met our best valuators, and conversed on the 
whole subject; each county was discussed by 
itself. 

1543. I presume you did make an estimate of 
the number of hands you would have to employ ? 
— Of course we did. 

1544. Could you give us that estimate ? — I do 
not think it was committed to writing at the 
time. The price was put down, and we esti- 
mated what the increase would be- It was put 
down in the schedule. I do not know that we 
could give the details of it ; I am sure we could 
not. 

1545. Chairman.'] You have it in the office, 
have you not? — We have the result in the office, 
no doubt. 

1546. The O' Conor Don.] Mr. Greene said 
that he did not know whether the estimate was 
ever made of the number of hands to be em- 
ployed ? — I .do not know that it was ; I cannot 
recollect ; it was calculated on an average. 
There are several people whom we have employed 
that would be employed again. 

1547. We are informed that the whole of the 
time of the present hands is taken up with the 
annual revision ?— Some of the parties that would 
make the annual revision would make the new 
valuation. . Their expense would perhaps be 
doubled while they were doing their work, but 
the expense of the office would not be doubled. 

1548. You would have to employ a large 
number of hands to supply the place of those 
who would have to do this work ?— We should 
have to employ some, no doubt, but not very 
many. 

1549. I wanted to know whether, when this 
estimate was made of 50,000 l, the office had 
gone into a calculation as to how many hands 
would be required ? — Yes, the number was calcu- 
lated ; it was an element in our calculation of the 
cost. 

1550. Would it not be really a most important 
element? — Well, it would. 

1551. Yet Mr. Greene told us on the last occa- 
sion, that he was not aware whether such an esti- 
mate was made ? — I am sure it was made ; we 
could not have done it otherwise. You will re- 
member that the sum of 50,000 7. is in excess of 
the annual revision; then we calculated what 
the cost would be. Of course we should have 
new hands to do it. I think the new hands would 
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Sir be chiefly in the third class, not in the valua- 
2t. Griffith , tor?. 

Bui i. 1552. Do you remember that a Bill was brought 

in in the year 1858, by Lord Mayo, with respect 

13 Mty, {.o the allocation of the expenses of the annual re- 

18(39. visions? — Yes; that was the 19th & 20th 

Victoria. 

1553. I am speaking of the bill that came from 
your office in 1858, when Lord Mayo was chief 
secretary ? — Really there were so many bills that 
I cannot recollect the particulars. 

1554. Do you remember estimating at that 
time that the cost of the annual revision would 
be about 10,000 /. ? — I do recollect that. 

1 555. Instead of 10,000 Z. it is 25,000 1. ? — There 
was a great deal more to do than we expected ; 
there were more divisions and alterations made 
than we supposed. If you take a revision map 
of this year and compare it with the map of four 
years ago, you would not know the country to be 
the same on account of the alterations. No one 
Gould calculate the number of alterations that 
took place. 

1556. This calculation of yours was made in 
1858 : the annual revision had been going on at 
that time since 1853 ? — The greatest amount of 
alterations have been made since then ; it is 
entirely in consequence of the great increase of the 
number of alterations. You will find that the 
alterations of the annual revision of the counties 
previously to that, were less than they have been 
since. 

1557. Do you say that the alterations in the 
occupation of land were less between 1853 and 
1860 than they were then? — There must have 
been some reason for the increase. 

1558. "Was it not just at the time after the 
famine that the greatest alterations took place ? 
— For several years they continued nearly the 
same. 

1559. Was not that 10,000 1. a year, which you 
estimated the annual revision would cost, for the 
whole of Ireland? — It was; we made an erro- 
neous calculation, not anticipating the enormous 
alterations and the many sub-divisions that would 
take place, particularly in the West of Ireland. 

1560. This new valuation which you proposed 
in 1865, was to be based upon the net annual 
value, was it not ? — Yes. 

1561. Not upon any scale of agricultural'priees ? 
— Not upon any scale of agricultural prices. 

1562. Was any scale of agricultural prices 
adopted in the county of Dublin, which we were 
told was valued under a Bill? — No, there was 
never any valuation made except under the Act. 
We did not make any valuation at any time 
without reference to the scale of agricultural 
prices. 

1563. You valued the county of Dublin under 
a Bill, not an Act? — We did not value the 
county under any Bill that did not pass. 

1564. Has not the county of Dublin been re- 
valued within the last four years ? — Oh, yes, that 
county was done, I admit ; not under that Bill, 
but under the Bill that was proposed to be car- 
ried, which is the one that we have ready now to 
be brought before Parliament. 

1565. That Bill in 1866 was withdrawn ? — It 
was. 

1566. After that Bill dropped, you continued 
to value the county of Dublin ? — Yes, we did. 

1567. Did you adopt any scale of agricultural 
prices? — No. 



1568. None at all? — No, a moderate rent 
value. 

1569. You do not agree with what Mr. Greene 
said, that a scale of agricultural prices was 
adopted ? — We always kept a scale of agricultural 
prices, but they were the prices at the time. It 
was intended to be a “ live and let live ” valua- 
tion, according to the scale of agricultural prices 
for five years previous to the time. 

1570. Then you made a scale of the prices for 
the five years previous to 1866 ? — Yes ; and we 
have it printed. 

1571. You acted upon the scale of agricultural 

prices during the five years preceding 1S66? 

We did. 

1572. In the valuation of the county of Dublin ? 
— Yes. 

1573. The valuation of Ulster is made, we are 

told, upon the scale in the Act 15 & 16 Viet, ? 

Yes. 

1574. Do you think that if these three pro- 
vinces are valued upon the scale of agricultural 
prices, during the five years preceding 1866, it 
would be a uniform valuation with the valuation 
of Ulster ; that is, made on a different scale ?— 
The fact is, the improvement in agriculture was 
so great that the valuators took a very high view 
of it. _ It has been shown by a Member of the 
Committee that our valuation was perhaps on a 
scale too high, for it is equal to the rents. I 
know that in an estate of my own, in the county 
of Londonderry, my valuation was higher than 
the rents. 

1575. Then you think that the valuation in 
Ulster was not made upon the scale in the Act? 
—It was made upon the scale in the Act, but 
with a high tendency, because the improvement 
in agriculture has been so considerable. 

1576. It must have been either upon the scale 
or not?— We did attend to the scale; it was a 
certain guide, but I think the full value of the 
improvements was taken into consideration, and 
in consequence of that we came up to the letting 
rents of the principal landlords. 

1577. You valued, in fact, higher than the 
scale? We did not leave the scale, but we took 
a higher view of it, considering the improved state 
of the agriculture of the country. 

1578. Sir Frederick Hey gate!] I think you said 
that the lands in the county of Londonderry were 
let by valuation and not by tender ? — They were 
let by valuation. 

15/9. Does that extend to any other county ? 

To parts of the county of Tyrone, and I think 
parts of the county of Down ; not to the county 
of Donegal. 

1580. What is your experience of other parts 
of ^ Ireland ; is that the way in which lands are 
let?— Generally by proposal from the tenant. 

1581. In fact, they adopt the Scotch plan of 
taking the highest bidder ? — I do not think they 
always do ; it would be very injudicious if they 
did ; landed proprietors do not always take the 
highest bidder. 

1582. Do you say that land is let lower in the 
north than in the south and west ? — I think that 
the large landed proprietors of Ireland generally 
let their laifds low, according to the principle 
that I call “ live and let live.” In the townland 
valuation of Sir Thomas Staples’ estate, in the • 
county of Tyrone, we came within 10Z. of his 
rents ; it was the same in the parish of Ahanlooj 
in the county of Londonderry, which was held by 
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the Marquis of Waterford on a long lease from 
one of the London companies ; we were not 
6 d. in the pound different ; the lands were en- 
tirely let by a valuation made three years 
before. 

1583. What you say applies to the proprietors 
throughout Ireland? — Yes, to the principal landed 
proprietors. 

15S4. Have you had any experience of the 
value of land in England and Scotland? — I have, 
especially in Northumberland and Roxburgh- 
shire. 

1585. From your experience, would you say 
that land in Ireland is let higher or lower than in 
those parts of England and Scotland with which 
you are acquainted ? — The farmers in Scotland 
and in the north of England have very large 
capital ; they cultivate their lands perfectly, and 
give very high rents ; still they derive considerable 
profits, and I think that the profits they derive, 
even including the interest on their capital, are 
higher than those in Ireland ; but the rents of the 
land, acre for acre, are at least one-half more. 
Land that would let for 20 s. au acre in Ireland 
would let for 30s. in Scotland; but there the 
landlord pays all the local public burdens. 

1586. The inference to be drawn from that is, 
that lands let in small quantities to small tenants 
will not produce so much rent as when they are 
let in large quantities ? — That depends upon the 
capital and knowledge of the farmer. If land is 
let in large lots, tenants must have large capital. 
My son has an estate in Roxburgh, and on some 
of his farms possesses a capital of 10,000 l. 

1587. Has any question been put to you as to 
applying the same mode of valuation in England 
as exists in Ireland ? — There has. 

15S8. Would you object to state your opinions 
on that subject ? — Sly opinion always has been, 
that so long as the parochial system exists in Eng- 
land, it could not be done. I have given that 
opinion to more than one Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. 

1589. Do you consider the valuation in Ireland 
to be on a superior principle to that in England ? 

- — Very superior to England and Wales. I am 
intimately acquainted with Wales ; the valuation 
is very irregular there ; in fact, it is based on the 
rents, and the rents are very irregular; as in 
Ireland, some are high and some are low. 

1590. You stated that the improvement of 
Ireland was much greater in the north than in 
the south? — Yes. 

1591. Therefore the valuation should be higher 
in the north than in the south ? — It should. 

1592. You are aware that in the north of 
Ireland the land is principally tillage?— In some 
parts it is. 

1593. In those parts in which the greatest im- 
provement has taken place ? — Yes. 

1594. In other parts of Ireland it is mostly 
grazing?— Nearly half, I thi nk. 

. 1595. Are you not aware that the greatest rise 
in value has been in the products of grass land ? 
— It has. 

1596. Therefore that would counteract the 
higher valuation which you say should exist in 
the north? — To a certain degree, but the lands 
are not all drained; the greatest benefit is not 
derived from them. The people have not capital 
enough, and the cattle are of inferior quality, 
except where the farms are held by gentlemen. 



and then they are as good as in any part of Great 
Britain. 

1597. Has the greatest rise of rents been in the 
north or in the south ? — I am hardly able to say. 
I believe in the south, but I am not sure. I could 
not give a decided opinion. 

1598. Is it not the case that the rise in butter, 
cattle, sheep, and wool, has been much greater 
than the rise in agricultural products ? — Much 
greater. 

1599. You have mentioned as a reason for the 
higher valuation in the north of Ireland, the 
power of growing flax ? — That was stated by Mr. 
Greene, and I agreed with him. 

1600. Does not the same power exist in the 
south of Ireland ? — The same power, hut it is not 
practised, 

1601. Is that a reason why the valuation 
should be lower, because they possess a power 
which they do not use ? — We take the farmer as 
he is, and his house as it is. We do not say, 
“ This land, by better cultivation, may be im- 
proved,” but we take it as it is, and we are 
obliged to take the state of the people themselves 
into consideration. I may mention a remarkable 
circumstance. The same valuators who valued 
the barony of Brawney, in Westmeath, in which 
the town of Athlone is situated, valued the 
barony of Athlone, in the county of Roscommon. 
Athlone is the market for both, and the general 
circumstances were the same; it was admitted 
that in the barony of Brawney our valuation was 
about 26 per cent, under the ordinary letting 
rents, whereas, in the parishes forming the 
southern part of the barony of Athlone, our 
valuation was nearly double the amount of the 
rents. 

1602. Mr. Pollard- UrquJiartJ] You think the 
Westmeath men are so much better than the 
Roscommon ? — I do not know that they are better 
agriculturists; they were poor, they really had 
no cattle, and they burnt the soil for manure. 

1603. Sir Frederick Hey gate.'] In the tene- 
ment valuation did you value buildings and tene- 
ments on the same principle in the north as in the 
south? — We value a house everywhere at what it 
will fairly let for. There is a guiding scale of 
prices contained in the valuation instructions, 
given according to the cubical measurement; 
this scale includes every variety of building. 
This scale was made in the north, but in the south 
the price would be too high and we reduced it. 
In valuing towns, we work by the same scale., 
increasing the price per cube according to locality. 
In the best streets in a town the country scale 
will be multiplied by four, or even more, aud in 
the inferior by two, as the case may he. 

1604. In valuing small dwellings, the cabins of 
the poor, did you put the same value in the north 
as in the south ? — There are no cabins so had in 
the north as there are in the south. They are 
rarely so dilapidated. 

1605. Are they usually valued at 10s. a year? 
— They are valued according to an arbitrary 
scale of cubic measurement, according to quality, 
local circumstances being taken into considera- 
tion ; they are based on measurement. 

1606. Have yon received many complaints of 
the tenement valuation, generally speaking ? — I 
never heard of any, except from the county of 
Roscommon, and one in Mayo. 

1607. Have you never received any compli- 
ments with regard to the valuation ? — In every 

G ^ county 



R. Griffith, 
Bart. 



13 May 
1869, 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




56 



MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Sir county I have gone I have received compli- 
R. Griffith , ments. 

Bart. 1608. Mr. Pollard-Urquliart .] Do you think, 

that except in the case of large grazing farms, 

13 May the Irish landlords have, generally speaking, 
1869.' raised their rents in consequence of improved 
systems of cultivation? — I think they have, in 
consequence of improved systems of cultivation, 
and the improved prices of cattle. 

1609. I said, except in the case of large graz- 
ing farms ; do you think, that in the case of 
small tillage farms the landlords have raised the 
rents in consequence of the improved system of 
cultivation? — I think but very little. 

1610. Do you not think it rather hard upon 
the tenants of these small tillage farms that they 
should have their land re-valued for the sake of 
increasing their taxation, in consequence of their 
increased industry, when the landlord does not 
take advantage of it, and increase his rent? — We 
suppose that lie will gradually increase his rent, 
where the tenants are from year to year. 

1611. Suppose that, generally speaking, they 
do not, as you state, increase their rents, in con- 
sequence of the improved industry of the tenants ; 
do you not think it rather hard that the tenants 
should pay a higher tax when the landlord for- 
bears to take any advantage by raising his rent ? 
— If it was done every year, I should think it 
wrong, but it would not be done more than once 
in 14 years. 

1612. Do you not think it rather hard upon 
the landlord himself to subject him to an increased 
income tax when he forbears to increase his in- 
come? — If he did not increase his income, it 
would : but he must yield to the times, and will 
increase it gradually. I think the principal 
landlords of Ireland are very lenient. 

1613. In making deductions from the valua- 
tion on account of the taxation, do I understand 
that you made the same deduction over all the 
different electoral divisions in the same union ? — 
We took the average of seven years. 

1614. Throughout the whole union? — Yes. 

1615. In short, you made the same deduction 
on account of the taxation in an electoral division 
which contained a very populous village, into 
which all the paupers of the country had been 
driven, as in a neighbouring division, which con- 
tained nothing but grazing ground, and scarcely 
a single pauper? — It was impossible to enter 
into these details ; we could not do it other- 
wise. 

1616. You mentioned the re-valuation of 
Dublin, and you said that you made some altera- 
tions in consequence of the alteration in prices ; 
did you make any alteration for the improved 
agriculture in the county of Dublin ? — Certainly; 
we took the present state of agriculture in the 
same manner as in the first valuation, at its then 
state. 

1617. At the then state of agricultural know- 
ledge and practice ? — Y es. 

1618. I understood Mr. Greene to say that the 
agricultural value in the county of Dublin had 
increased very little ? — Dublin is a very peculiar 
county ; the southern part near Dublin is between 
the city and mountains, and is covered with villas 
of very high value ; in the northern part of the 
county the valuation is merely an agricultural ; 
there are a great number of resident landed pro- 
prietors, and an improved system of cultivation 
is practised, which was also the case at the time 



the first valuation was made; consequently, in 
the northern part of the county, the second valua- 
tion does not differ much. 

1619. Mr. Ayrton.] Was there a great deduc- 
tion made in the early part of the valuation, in 
consequence of the high rates in the years 1S48, 
1849, 1850 ? — The valuation was reduced on 
account of the increased taxation. We did not 
take it in any one year ; we extended it in every 
case over an average of years. 

1620. Embracing the years 1848, 1849, 1850? 
— Yes. 

1621. You are aware that the total tax for 
the poor in those three years amounted to 
5,443,393 l ?— I am. 

1622. That was a very great distui’bing ele- 
ment, was it not, at that period ? — It was ; and 
we reduced the valuation in consequence. 

1623. That has ceased as an average? — It 
has ceased. 

1624. "And the amount is, therefore, very much 
less now ? — Very much. 

1625. Therefore, to make the valuation fair at 
the present time, you would have to make a very 
different deduction in respect to the taxation? — 
Exactly ; in proportion to the last five or seven 
years. 

1626. In the return that you gave, page 2 of 
the Appendix, is there not a mistake in conse- 
quence of the same years being added twice 
over? — Yes, that arose from a clerical error which 
has been corrected. 

1627. Mi - . M‘ Car thy Downing.'] Did I under- 
stand you to say that the rents of the small 
holders of land had been raised in consequence 
of the improved condition of the farms ? — Gene- 
rally on every variety of land. 

1628. That is in the case of those who hold 
from year to year? — We do not make that dis- 
tinction ; we take the actual state of the land, 
no matter how it is held. 

1629. You said that small holders of land had 
improved their holdings, and that from time to 
time the rents were raised, adding, “ where they 
are tenants from year to year ” ? — I did not intend 
to say specially from year to year. Our valua- 
tion is made on the intrinsic value of the land 
under the state of agriculture we find existing in 
the locality. 

1630. I am not asking with regard to your 
valuation; I am asking whether, from your 
knowledge and experience, the rents have been 
from time to time raised by the landlords in con- 
sequence of improvements made by the tenants? 
— I did not intend to convey any such idea, and 
I should wish to correct it I never intended to 
say that they took advantage particularly of the 
tenant’s improvements. I do not know that it 
is so. 

1631. You were asked with regard to the 
rents in England, as compared with those in 
Ireland, and I think you said that in consequence 
of the large capital possessed by farmers in 
England, they had larger profits out of the land ? 

1632. I suppose you are aware that the land 
in England is in a very different condition from 
the land in Ireland ? — It is ; it is better cultiva- 
ted, it is cleaner and better drained. 

1633. Better prepared for a tenant coming m 
with capital ? — Yes, it is. 

1634. He has the land prepared and has 

merely 
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merely to apply his skill and capital to it ? — Yes, 
and he has a lease for 19 or 21 years. 

1635. And the houses that he finds upon it are 
in good condition? — The landlords are required 
to put them in good condition before the new 
lease commences. 

1636. If there is not a lease, are you not aware 
that the landlord keeps up the buildings and 



of the land tilled ? — The great butter pastures of 
the south are in the hilly countries ; they do not 
till so much there. The farmers, generally 
speaking, in the interior, only till as much as 
they require for themselves. 

1651. You are generally acquainted with the 
county of Cork ? — I am. 

, „ . 1652. Do you not know that that may be con- 

fences and everything of that kind ? — The land- sidered as a tillage country ? — In some parts of 
lord keeps the buildings in repair in that case. the north and the east there is a great deal of 



1637. With regard to grazing lands, you 
pressed an opinion that they ought to be valued 
higher than lands that were under tillage ? — At 
present. 

1638. I think you also agreed with Mr. 

Greene with regal'd to the growth of flax in the 
north, and the increased price of it, that that is a 
reason why the north should be valued higher 
than it is? — Yes ; the average return to a farmer, 
including his flax crop, is greater in proportion 

to the quality of sou than it would be where , 

flax was not grown. At the same time, poor far- The billy parts are not rilled : a °reat deal of it 



the n 
tillage. 

1653. You are acquainted with Carberys ? — 
I am, 

1654. That is an extensive part of the county ? 

1655. Do you not know that tillage prevails 
there ? — In the lower parts. 

1656. Are you acquainted with Muckerys? 

I am. 

1657. Do you know Macroon ? —I do. 

1658. Is not that almost a tillage country ? — 



mers in the north of Ireland do a good" deal ot 
mischief by sowing the flax crop too frequently. 

1639. Do you agree with Mr-. Greene in think- 
ing that to value lands in the south of Ireland 
higher, because they are grazing lands, might be 
>’ fallacious, because the price of butter and 



pasture. The great paying crop in that part 
of Cork is butter. 

1659. You are aware that butter is brought 
very largely from the county of Limerick to 
Cork ? — I am. 

1660. Do you not know that the county of 



meat might suddenly fall?— Our valuation is al- Cork and a considerable part of the county of 
ways based on a long scale of prices for a number Kerry are not grazing counties in the proper 
ot years. \Y e should not take, for instance, the sense and meaning of that word ? — All the moun- 
pnee of butter at 100 1. a ton at the present time ; tain parts of the county of Kerry, and the higher 
it probably would not be above 80 taking the mountainous parts of Cork are <n-azm«- land • 
price ot the last seven years. other parts are tilled, I admit. ® 

1640. It m revaluing the south of Ireland, you 1661. Are you not aware that there are lands 
were to put a high valuation upon it, because in the south of Ireland let at rents very near vour 
butter is lngli now, might not that be a very fal- valuation, or a very little over?— Yes, in some 

iacious re-vahiahon, seeing that the price of places on the estates of large landed pro- 
butter might fall ? — We should not do so. prietors. ' * 

„ i 6 * 1 " 3 ° U baT< ; b ? en asked what was there to 1662. And lands have been let for nearly three 
present the people in the south from growing times your valuation in some places ?— In parts 
flax a* they did in the north ; is there anything of the county of Limerick, I think the rents have 
to prevent the people m the north from having been double our valuation 

grazing lands instead of growing flax ?-The land 1663. Are you aware that in what are called 
Suf i grazlQ f *? lt “ f ? r flax ' the famine years, large deductions were made by 
ib-i_. lliey hate used the land according to all the proprietors in the south ? — lam J 

best ? Yes ; and the habits 1664. Are you aware that the rents have not 
- f o , - • „ been smce raised in a large number of instances ? 

b4o. lou are aware that the price of labour 



has risen very much in the south?— It has risen 
very much everywhere. 

1644. Do you think it has risen as much in the 
north as in the south ? — I think so. 

1645. Are you not aware that there i 



.arge number of instances ? 

I do not know. I know that in the case 
of very valuable land in the county of Clare, 
between Ennis and the Shannon, the rents were 
reduced from 3 /. to 1 1. They were rented pre- 
vious to the famine at 3 /. an acre, and then they 



' ~ t y SfiS 0t aV T e , that tbere w . as al - were reduced to 1 1. I do not think they let at 
way. a gieat difference between the price ol 1 l. now ; I should say 2 l. at least. 7 

Sw I L" l 1665. You cannot ^state from your own kuow- 

uoS aa well t ii thfsouth m,a “ 46 11,6 1 “ <U ? r<ls ^ «*>uced their- 

ifij.fi Tin, ■ i . , * . rents during the famine years, have raised them 

saio y 5 p^k 1 mcreareil in the to the old standard ? — I So not know. 

not quite so much. 1666. You were asked a question with regard 
1647 I, i m i T i, „ p *° ,ie p°° r ™ te ; in tl« year 1850 your afteu- 

ifV? a “ n double ? For the tion was directed to it ?— Yes, it was. * 

* 1648 It is dn^U ° + ll • , i667. When you took the poor rate into con- 

isitanvthiu“hS u eyeutsm the south; sideration. I think you based your calculations 
place?' J ce K? H ?b ?■ ? 7 In T* a ttoee Y®"' 3 ’ ?-Mr. Greene said 

P S mZi. h 18 n ° t ■ 11166 y°" Si 1 * ■ wee five. I am not 

the price of lEr i??? 17 S “S' 666 ? ™ P 6 ,*?* 1 ? ““‘“i”' 1 “ e “> iaT6 &r *11 m 7 
price o: labour in the south, would make a calculations. J 

I 66 -- 1 believe in tbe colmfc y of Cork tke 

1630 V ‘ J t la °? land - _ valuation was not completed until 1864 ?— It was 
i° what P, art ° f the south do you apply not completed in 1853 

the south where^heipt u? 7 *“2 ° f 1669 ' Then valuation that county, I 

O.57 a Con?lderab ^ e P 0rtl0n suppose, took place between the years 1860 and 

H 1864? 
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Sir 1864 ? — It began sooner than 1850, I should 
3. Griffith, think ; it depended upon the completion of the 
Bart. Ordnance survey. We were delayed, as we 
could not begin until we had received the 
maps. 

100 9’ 1670. At all events there was no portion of 

the county of Cork valued in the year 1850? — 
I think not ; we were engaged in Tipperary and 
Limerick. 

1671. The application of the consideration of 
the poor rate upon the three years from 1848 to 
1850, would have no reference to the county of 
Cork ? — It could not. 

1672. The rates were considerably reduced 
after the years 1854 and 1855 ?• — I think they 
were. I cannot speak without book. I know 
that they were generally reduced all over Ire- 
land ; in some districts particularly. In the west 
they were greatly changed. 

1673. Where the poor rate is still heavy, and 
there is a heavy assessment, you would take that 
into your consideration if you were re-valued ? — 
Most decidedly ; the Act would require it. The 
Act was prepared by me. The rates would be 
deducted as before. 

1674. I believe you are aware, that in the 
north the poor rate is very low as compared with 
the south ? — Yes ; there are fewer poor. 

1675. Do you know what the average amount 
in the pound is in the north ? — I do not know ; I 
think it is about 8 cl. 

1676. Do you know the union of Skibbereen? 
—I do. 

1677. Are you aware that the rate there is 
4 s. in the pound now ? — I am not aware of it. 

1678. With that fact before you would you 
take it into consideration ? — We should take 2 s. 
off. The Act intended to apply to all taxes to 
which the tenant is liable ; the county cess and 
half the poor rate. 

1679. How do you come to the conclusion that 
you would add 20 per cent, to the valuation of 
the county of Cork? — On the general improve- 
ment of the country. 

1680. I understand you to say that it would be 
only based upon the prices? — Of course every 
valuator would do justice. He would take the 
quality of the laud and the price to be got for 
the produce ; the average price. Though not 
bound by the Act we should always act upon that 
principle. 

1681. Did that meet your approval? — Yes. 
It is a great many years ago since it was done. 
We had several days discussion on the subject 
with the valuators. They came to a conclusion 
on the subject. It was more based on then' 
opinion than on mine. 

1682. It was more based on their opinion than 
on your own ? — I gave my own views as I would 
do if I was valuing with them, and I agreed with 
them. 

1683. There was a difference of opinion? — Of 
course there was in everything. 

1684. You occupied some time in arguing the 
question ? — The whole tiling was taken into con- 
sideration, and that was the result. 

1685. I thought you did not agree on it? — I 
did not say that I did not agree. 

1686. Did you ? — I think I did, from the de- 
tails that were put before me. If I had not I 
should not have agreed to it. 

1687. The reason you give is the great 



improvement in the cultivation of the land ,J 

Yes. 

1688. Of course you took into account the 
drainage, the fencing, new houses, and every- 
thing that would add to the value of the farm ? 
— Everything: improved roads and facility of 
transport. 

1689. And you think that that improvement 
has been carried out to a very great extent iu 
the county of Cork ? — I think it is iu the better 
lands. I know the county of Cork very well. 
I have often occasion to go over it, and I know 
that there are a great many parts where the value 
would be very slightly increased. 

1690. Do you not know as a fact there has 
been a considerable and manifest improvement iu 
the poor lands in the county of Cork ? — Yes : and 
in many places they have not improved. For 
instance, in the barony of Duhallo they say it is 
tired of oats. 

1691. Do you give it as your opinion that large 
farms are preferable to middle-sized farms ? — A 
large farmer having sufficient capital trill till 
liis land better ; he will have larger fields and less 
waste than a small farmer. I do not say that a 
small farmer with a tillage farm could not do it 
as cheaply and as successfully as the larger one, 
but generally it is not so. There is a large 
capital laid out every year on the land in the 
south of Scotland and in the north of England ; 
they make large profits, and they produce a 
very large quantity of manure for their wheat 
crops by feeding cattle from the green crops. 

1692. I am not speaking of England or Scot- 
land, but of Ireland ? — It would be the same in 
Ireland if they had the same proportion of capital 
and of knowledge. 

1693. Have you been in the county of Cork or 
the county of Kerry recently ? — Not in Kerry, 
but I have been in Cork. 

1694. Are you not aware that the small farms 
there containing about 30 acres of land are more 
improved than the larger farms of 200 acres or 
300 acres? — I think that some of the smaller 
farmers are very industrious. 

1695. Do you not think that their lands are 
better cultivated ? — I cannot say that they are ; 

I think the larger farmers cultivate their lands 
better ; some of the smaller ones do the same ; 
on the whole I think the larger ones do better; 
they can afford to do it : they have some capital. 

1696. Do you not think that a man with 30 
acres of land will cultivate and live well upon it 
and support his family comfortably? — Very com- 
fortably if all in tillage, but it ia rather small to 
employ a pair of plough horses. 

1697. You did not mean to say that you were 
an advocate of large farms ? — No'; hut that there 
should be capital in proportion to the size of the 
farm. 

1698. Mr. Herbert.'] You spoke of land iu 
certain parts of England being let on lease ? — I 
particularly referred to the north of England, 
Northumberland, and south of Scotland. 

1699. You live in the south of Scotland, do 
you not ? — My son does. 

1700. Do you know the south of Scotland 
well ? — I do. 

1701. Do you know that in several large estates 
in the south every nineteen years the farms are 
re-let and put up to auction, and that the only 
advantage that the outgoing tenant gets is, that 
if he bids up to the highest bidder he gets the 

preference ? — 
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preference ? — I do not know about setting up to 
auction, that is not the practice in Roxburgh- 
shire ; I think the farm is advertised to be let, 
and people send in tenders. 

1702. And the highest bidder gets it ? — Gene- 
rally speaking, I think, if he is supposed to have 
sufficient capital; they would require to know 
what capital he has before letting the land. 

1703. "Will you inform us how you value 
mountain lands in the south of Ireland ? — Entirely 
according to the quantity of cattle they feed in 
the summer ; the soil is divided according as it is 
adapted to young or full-grown cattle. 

1704. You always value those lands in the 
spring, or early in the summer? — That is the 
tame ; we estimate from the quality of the grass 
the number of head of cattle per acre the land 
will support 

1705. Did you calculate the actual value of 
the grass on the ground, or did you value accord- 
ing to the number of cattle there happened to be 
there at the time r — We valued according to the 
number of the cattle. They have what they call 
the stint. It is said that such and such a moun- 
tain will graze so many cattle in the year. The 
valuators employed there state what they think 
ought to be the produce, and what price ought to 
be put upon the land. 

1706. Supposing you found on a mountain 
double the number of cattle that there ought to 
be there, would you value it. according to the 
quantity that were there ? — No, according to the 
quantity that ought to be there. 

1707. How would you judge of that? — A good 
valuator accustomed to that kind of land would 
know the number of acres it would take to feed 
a cow or a certain number of sheep ; be would say 
that so mauy sheep ought to be grazed here, and 
so many cattle there. The mountain is divided 
into different portions, the upper part for young 
cattle, the middle for two year olds or one year 
olds, and the lower part for three year olds. 

1708. I suppose the valuator would have to 
travel over every part of the mountain? — They 
make sections of it up and down. 

1709. You said that Mr. Lynam was incom- 
petent, and did not value Killarney properly ; in 
what way did he wrongly value Killarney ? — I 
can hardly go into the detail of it here, because 
I have not the plans before me ; but the fact is, 
his valuation was so imperfect that we were 
obliged to reject it. 

1710. Was that the town of Killarney ? — The 
whole of the barony of Magonihy. 

1711. In the return sent in by Mr. Greene, 
giving a statement of the proposed increase in the 
event of there being a re-valuation, I see be has 
been excessively kind to Ulster, on which he has 
put the smallest increase ? — That is because they 
were lately valued up to what we think a fair 
scale. They were all valued within a short 
time. 

1712. Has not flax nearly doubled iu value ? 

Y es, but not since the valuation was made. 

1713. Flax is in the Act of Parliament, is it 
not? — Yes. 

1714. In the Act under which Ulster was 
valued, flax is one of the elements? — Yes. 

1715. The price of flax has doubled since then? 
— It may have been. 

1716. And the valuation was made upon that 
scale, which was half what it is now? — Our. 
opinion, as 1 said before, is that it was valued 



very high, and that it does not require a re-valu- 
ation ; but it is possible that when we come to 
it, after we have done the others, it might require 
it. 

1717. Mr. Herbert] Do you not know that in 
the south of Ireland, in many parts of Kerry, the 
great increase in the price of labour has almost 
done away with the increased pi’ofits from butter 
and cattle?— I really do not know that; we have 
had no valuators in Kerry for a great many years. 
I do not know the fact. 

1718. You do not know that, in some parts of 
Kerry, it is impossible, during some periods of 
the year, to get labour at all ? — That is about 
Killarney, I suppose. 

1719. In many parts of Kerry? — I do not 
know how it is in the remote districts ; it may 
be so, hut must result from emigration ; I do 
not know the fact; I know it is considered by 
most, people that the mountains of Kerry are a 
great deal too low. 

1720. I understand you to say that when you 
re-valued Dublin the landlords living on their 
property there, to a great extent, increased the 
value of the land ? — They unproved the cul- 
tivation. 

1721. Did they do that themselves, or was it 
by lookiug after their tenantry ? — They have a 
very large proportion of their land in their own 
hands, and the tenantry are generally wealthy 
people. 

1722. You think that absentee proprietors do 
great injury to the country generally ? — That is 
too sweeping : I do not say that. ; I say that the 
landlords who are absentees, living away from 
their property, do not do the good in every way 
that the landlords do in the county of Dublin. 
Decidedly resident landlords are a great benefit 
to the country. 

1723. Both to the poor and to the farmers 
generally ? — Y es. 

1724. Mr. Chichester Forlescue. J Should you 
say that this is a true statement of the case with 
respect to ordinary Irish property' ; supposing 
you divided an ordinary Irish estate into three 
classes, taking the largest, the middle, and the 
smallest holdings, should you not say that 
the farms in the first class pay the lowest 
rent, the farms in the middle class a somewhat 
higher rent, and the smallest holdings the highest 
rent? — I am sorry to say I think that is the 
case. 

1725. And you would attribute that, to the 

greater competition for the smaller holdings ? — 
Exactly. - 

1726. Chairman.'] If you increase, according 
to your proposed plan, the valuation of the county 
of Roscommon 5 s. in the pound, would not that 
make it rated higher than any county' in the 
north ? — I should think not. 

1727. Is it not the custom in the west of Ire- 
land uhen a lease falls out, that the proprietor 
endeavours to keep all the tenants he finds on 
it ? — I think it is the universal practice of land- 
lords in Ireland to keep a good tenant whenever 
he finds him ; never to dispossess him. 

1728. Is it not the case when the tenants are 
too numerous, that it is the custom in the west of 
Ireland to strip off a portion of the land, and 
give it to persons who can have no capital, and 
who could not farm above an acre or two ? — I 
think that the system of striping in the weBt of 
Ireland has been very beneficial indeed to the 

H 2 people ; 
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Sir people ; it gives them a much greater interest in 
jR. Griffith , the land than they had before. 

Bart. 1 729. And probably two-thirds of the number, 
~ that in England, or in Scotland, would not be 
3 jgg allowed to remain on the land are located in 
those small holdings ? — Certainly. 

1730. Did you value the roads in your valua- 
tion? — We deducted the roads; if they were 
good roads, we took them as a favourable circum- 
stance ; we did not put any value on the roads. 

1731. In several instances the term “acre” 
has beeu used ; is it not the fact that an Ir ish 
acre is an English acre and a half and some 
perches? — The exact proportion is 121 Irish 
acres to 196 English. 

1732. The O’ Conor Don.] There were certain 
counties valued under the 9 & 10 Viet., the first 
Tenement Valuation Act, and these we were 
told were subsequently reduced to the same scale 
as the counties valued under the 15 & 16 Viet. ? 
— They were not published. 

1733. Not until they were reduced ? — No. 

1734. Could you tell the Committee in what 
way that reduction was made ; was it a uniform 
reduction ? — It was a per-centage. 

1735. Over all the different counties, the same 
over all ? — Yes. 

1736. And it was done, I presume, in the 
office ? — Yes. 

1737. You had not any necessity to send down 
to the country to re-value ? — No. 

1738. You mentioned that after a certain date 
the appointments in the office were taken away 
from you ? — Yes. 

1739. Up to a. certain time you had the whole 
power of nominating persons in the valuation 
office ? — I had. 

1740. You had, I presume, complete control as 
to dismissing the persons ? — I had. 

1741. What change had taken place in that 
respect?— -No appointment can be made now 
except after an examination by the Civil Service 
competitive examination. 

1742. And no one can be examined before the 
Civil Service Commissioners unless he is nomi- 
nated by the commissioner ? — And approved by 
the Treasury. 

1743. The commissioner now has all the 
nominations in his own hands ? — He has. 

1744. Has he complete control as regards dis- 
missals and promotions ? — He has no control as 
to dismissals and promotions, except under the 
approval of the Treasury. 

1745. Mi\ Ayrton.'] He simply recommends? 
— He recommends. 

1746. The O’ Conor Don.] As a matter of 
course, the Treasury follow his recommendation ? 
— Naturally, if they have confidence in their 
officer. 

1747. So that practically, the commissioner 
has just the same power - as before, of nominatino - 
everybody in the office, and promoting every- 
body ? — The commissioner is naturally interested 
in not sending anyone who he has not ascertained 
has been educated in a suitable manner. 

1748. Practically, then, there has been no 
alteration ?— The appointments were not practi- 
cally the same, as the commissioner could not 
know the person whom the Civil Service Com- 
missioners would pass after examination. 

1749. I suppose one of the objects originally 
contemplated in the establishment of this valuation 
department, was that it would educate a consider- 



able number of experienced valuators in the 
course of time ? — It has done so. 

1750. Did you hear Mr. Greene state that 
there were only five or six men in the office to 
whom he would entrust the valuation? — The 
paper that was prepared shows that nearly two- 
thirds of them are dead or have left the country, 
and the number of original valuators now left is 
very small indeed. At one time the number was 
considerable. We were obliged to select the 
best men we could find. It was a very difficult 
thing in a country where valuators were not to 
be had. We got experienced farmers who were 
in the habit of valuing the land for landlords, or 
assisting in the valuation. 

1751. If you were commencing a new valua- 
tion you would have to adopt exactly the same 
practice ? — Nearly. Because there is less valua- 
tion made in Ireland than there was, seeing that 
everybody refers to the tenement valuation. 

1752. The service has not provided you with a 
sufficient number of hands, and you would be 
obliged to employ these agriculturists as be- 
fore? — To a certain extent We have nearly 
enough, and we should call back some of those 
who have retired. 

1753. You think that four or five men after 
forty years’ experience, is a sufficient number to 
educate ? — There are more than four or five alto- 
ther. I think Mr. Greene has seven. A great 
number of the valuators were a long period in 
the service, and they were superannuated. 

1754. Who preceded Mr. Greene as superin- 
tendent? — Mr. John Kelly. 

1755. Who preceded him ? — Mi - . Kelly. 

1756. Is he alive? — He is alive, but I am 
afraid he is dying. He was a very valuable ser- 
vant. He acted with me continually from the 
year 1812. He served in several departments 
with me. 

1757. Was he dismissed from the office ? — No, 
he became very unwell. He said to me, “ My 
physician tells me that I cannot continue any 
longer in the confinement of this office. If you will 
allow me I will resign my situation and go into 
the country as a check-valuator.” I was exceed- 
ingly sorry, and I told him that I should be happy 
to appoint him as a check-valuator. He then 
went into the country, and remained there for 
three years. He then wrote to me to say, “I 
am getting infirm; I am not able to do the 
duty of a check-valuator ; I think of joining 
Doctor Whitty in valuing lands for saie, ana 
I shall have an easier time.” He accordingly 
retired. 

1758. Did he get a superannuation allowance? 
— No, because he retired in the year 1853, before 
the Superannuation Act passed, which took place 
in the year 1860. I did the best I could; and 
several friends of mine. Members of Parliament, 
tried to get him some compensation. It was con- 
trary to the Act, but they did give him a sum of 
money, I believe ; I do not know exactly what 
the amount was. 

1759. Do you remember when Mr. Irwin was 
appointed local revisor in Cork ? — I do not. 

_ 1760. Mr. Greene told us that the experiment 
did not succeed ; in what way did it rail ; was 
it that his revisions were badly done, or that the 
plan was found to be too expensive ? — I really 
do not know ; I cannot speak of it. Mr. Irwin 
is a clever man. 

1761. You stated that the calculation of these- 
taxes 
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taxes was made upon an average of years before 
the valuation was published? — Yes; it was. 

1762. What was the average taken ; how many 
years ? — Three or five; I am not sure which. 
Mr. Greene said three, but I think it must be 

five. • 11 i • 

1763. The great taxation, as we all know, m 
Ireland, was about the years 1848, 1849, and 
1850? — 1846, 1847, and 1848 I think were the 
worst, or perhaps 1848 and 1849. 

1764. The valuation of the counties that were 
published about 1853 would have been made upon 
a deduction of those very high taxes in the years 
1848, 1849, 1850, 1851 and 1852 ?— It would. 

1765. But the counties that were published 
later, Roscommon, for instance, that was published 
in 1857, would not include any of those bad 
years ? — It was all done according to the time ; 
the same system was pursued for Roscommon as 
for everywhere else, 

1766. Taking the average of the five preceding 
years ? — Yes. 

1767. If the addition to the valuation is due 
chiefly to this difference in the taxation, we 
should naturally expect to find that the increase 
under the new valuation should be much greater 
on the counties published in 1853 than on the 
counties published later, and which escaped 
those bad years ? — I do not quite understand 
you. 

1768. You said that, with reference to the 
counties that were published in 1853, in calcu- 
lating the deductions arising out of the taxation, 
you had to take in years when the taxation was 
very heavy ? — Yes. 

1769. And when the counties were lately 
valued in the north of Ireland, the taxation was 
lower ? — Yes. 

1770. Roscommon was published at a period 
that would exclude those bad years? — Yes. 

1771. And we should expect that the increase 
in Carlow, the first county published, would be 
very much more than the proposed increase in 
the county of Roscommon if the increase be due 
to the difference in taxation ? — It is, partly. It 
is only pro tanto; that is only an element in the 
consideration. The great feature is the improve- 
ment in the cultivation. 

1772. I think you told us that Carlow was the 
county, of all others, in which agriculture had 
most improved? — It is the best county in the 
south of Ireland. 

1773. If in this proposed new valuation the 
increase is due, in the first instance, to the 
difference in the taxation now and the taxation 
at the time the valuation was made, and, secondly, 
to the improvement of agriculture; and if Carlow 
was valued at the time when the taxes were 
highest, and if the improvement in agriculture 
has been greatest in Carlow, we should naturally 
expect to find that, for both those reasons, the 
proposed increase in Carlow should be greater 
than in Roscommon ; yet it is strictly the same. 



namely, 5 s .? — That was made on a careful 
examination at the time. I cannot say more 
about it. 

1774. Chairman.'] Mr. Montgomery, who 
valued Belfast and that district, was, I believe, 
one of your best officers? — He was. 

1775. He threw up IS years of service and 
left you ? — He did. 

1776. Owing to his disapprobation of the pro- 
motions in the office ? — I think not. He was 
offered 5007. a year for being a valuator in Liver- 
pool, and he was strongly recommended by me. 

1777. He is in a very high position in Liver- 
pool noAV ? — He is, and very justly so. He was 
a very great loss to us. It was my wish, and the 
wish of Mr. Kelly and Mr. Greene, to promote 
him in every way. He was a little quick in 
temper, but he was a very valuable and clever 
man. They appreciate him very much in Liver- 
pool ; so I have been told by my Liverpool 
friends. 

1778. He was not one of those persons whom 
you term “ disaffected ” in the office ? — I do not re- 
collect using that expression. It has been more 
than once quoted, but I am not aware of having 
used it. 

1779. The O' Conor Don.] Have you ever 
heard any complaint against the first officer in 
the establishment, Mr. Byron? — Never. 

1780. He never quarrelled with the other 
gentlemen in the office? — Never, that I am 
aware of. 

1781. There was never any threatening of an 
action for libel against him, or anything of that 
sort ? — I never heard of it. 

1782. Mr. M’Carthy Downing.] You said in 
answer to the Chairman that you were not aware 
of any good tenant in Ireland being put out of 
possession of his land? — I am not aware of it ; 
from what I know of the gentry in Ireland I do 
not think that any of them would be so short- 
sighted as to put out a good tenant. 

1783. Have you heard of Mr. Scully and 
Ballacohey ? — That may prove the rule ; I do not 
mean to say that it never occurred. 

1784. Have you heard of Mr. Adair in the 
county of Donegal ? — I have ; but I understand 
he is now beloved by his tenants. 

1785. Did you hear of his toning out a whole 
population? — Yes; he bought an estate there 
and he wished to make a new arrangement ; I 
do not say I approved of what he did. 

1786. You said you did not know of any tenants 
being put out ? — I was speaking generally, and I 
adhere to it ; I do not say that there are not ex- 
ceptions to the general principle. 

1787. Mr. Stacpoole.] A great number of your 
valuators were from the north?— We began in 
the north of Ireland, and therefore naturally took 
the men we found there. 

1788. Is not the soil in the north different from 
that in the south ? — Yes; when we went to the 
south we discontinued the northern men. 



Mr. John Leahy, q.c., called in ; and Examined. 



1 < 89. Chairman .] I believe you are Chair- I was first chairman of Louth, then of W est Cork, 
Limerick ? — Yes. and now l am chairman of Limerick. 

179°. And I believe before you were appointed 1791. Where do you reside at present?— My 
to lamenek you were chairman of Louth ?— Yes ; country residence is at Killarney. 

° 57 - = 3 - 1792. You 
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jj r j 1792. You are a grand juror of the county, I 
Leahv q . c . believe ? — Since I ceased to practise I have at- 
' ' tended the grand jury for the last two or three 
13 May years. 

1869. 1793. You reside entirely in the county of 

Kerry ? — During a part of the year, and some- 
times in Dublin. 

1794. You do not practise at the bar ? — I have 
not practised for the last three years. 

1795. You are, of course, the revising barrister 
for Limerick? -Yes. 

1796. The chairman of the county is always 
the revising barrister? — Yes. 

1797. And you are judge of appeals in the 
valuations? — Yes, the chairman always is. 

1798. Have any complaints come before you 
in Cork, or Limerick, or Louth, on the subject of 
the tenement valuation ? — I do not recollect any 
in Louth ; but when I was chairman of Cork I 
recollect at Bandon there were complaints made 
by poor law officials of not being able to get the 
revision in time for the purpose of the registra- 
tion so as to strike a rate in time. It was often 
sworn before me that the revisors did not come 
in time to enable them to do it. You are aware 
that by the Act of Parliament it is provided that 
all the notices are to be served on the Commissioner 
before the 27th of November in each year, the 
object being generally to strike a rate in the May 
or June following, so as to bring that rate in for 
the revisiou of voters. 

1799. Are you aware of any cases where this 
delay of the revisors coming occasioned consider- 
able inconvenience, and for a long period ?— It 
caused inconvenience at Bandon, and I recollect 
in one case it gave rise to a question of law, 
which gave a great deal of trouble. But it is in 
Limerick that I have found the greatest incon- 
venience. On several occasions the~ rate-collectors 
have proved before me that they could not get 
the revision done in time, and in revising the 
voters there for the last two or three years, par- 
ticularly this last year, I found the lists wrong. 
So far from the Act being complied with as to 
the names of the occupiers, I found in many 
cases the names of persons who had left years 
before still remaining on the books ; the present 
occupiers were not put on, and the proper lessors 
were, iu very many cases, not put on. On find- 
ing fault with the rate-collectors, they swore 
before me that the revisor would not do it for 
them, and that he said it was not his duty, that 
he had only to fix the value. They blamed him. 
I believe both were hound to see that it was 
right ; I can say no more than what was sworn 
before me. They always blamed the revisor. 
It caused a great delay in the revision ; I have 
been delayed nearly a day additional in the revi- 
sion in consequence of such errors and omissions. 

1800. Mr. Hunt.'} Had the revisor any oppor- 
tunity of meeting the imputation ?— No, he was 
not there. It is hard to get at the fact, hut the 
fact speaks for itself iu one respect: the books 
were quite wrong. The same complaint was also 
then made, that it was not done in time, and 
that his neglect had delayed the making of the 
rate. 

1801. TV ere there many cases of appeal brought 
before you ? — When I was chairman of Louth I 
had appeals upon important subjects, such as 
the rating of gasworks ; but the appeals I have 
had in Limerick have been appeals arising about 
the rating of schools or religious establishments, 



convents, and so on. These appeals related to 
a question which I wish was settled by legis- 
lation. The Act of Parliament states that any 
tenement, or portion of a tenement, used ex- 
clusively for charitable or religious purposes, 
shall be exempt from taxation. The question 
that came before me and before many other 
chairmen is this: a field, perhaps, maybe attached 
to a convent, and may he used for the religious 
community ; or the field may be attached to a 
school, or a house may he attached to a school 
where the Christian brothers or teachers of the 
school reside, to raise the question in appeal as 
involving a principle. The Commissioners of 
Valuation are of opinion that those parts which 
are not essentially necessary for the purposes of 
the charity ought to be taxed ; and, though the 
value may be a very small matter, they send down 
their solicitor, Mr. Bolton. He has becu before 
me in those cases, and argued them with great 
ability. He understands the business perfectly, 
and he contended that, on principle, they were 
obliged, in the present state of the law, to 
oppose those appeals. It is an unpleasant duty 
for the chairman to have to decide them. Many 
chairmen would be anxious not to tax those 
religious or educational institutions ; but, of 
course, when pressed, we are obliged to give our 
opinion upon the subject. 

1802. No matter how trifling the sum might 
be, under the circumstances such as you have 
mentioned, the Commissioners were iu the habit 
of sending down their solicitor ? — Yes; and some 
gentlemen from fhe office, to meet the case at 
sessions. 

1803. Did not that add very considerably to 
the expense? — It was a considerable expense, 
but I understand they consider it a matter of 
principle; and, if the rate was altered iu one 
place, it would be universal throughout the 
country, and would lead to exemptions of a larger 
amount than in the particular case. 

1804. Could not that opposition have been 
conducted by any one of the local solicitors who 
attend your court? — It might be, with proper in- 
structions: hut you may be aware that some- 
times a peculiar institution, such as the Post 
Office, consider it necessary to send its own 
solicitor, as being acquainted with all the in- 
cidental matters that may arise. That is the 
ground upon which they act, as stated to me. 

1805. Because it is the habit of one branch of 
the public service to incur a great expense in 
carrying out those matters, that is no proof that 
it is correct? — No; I do not say that; certainly, 
it leads to a great expense, the amount of valua- 
tion being generally small. I think if legislation 
could meet the case, it would be very desirable, 
for it causes very angry discussions, and very 
unpleasant animadversions often appear in the 
Press as to the decision of the court. 

1806. It is impossible to please both parties ? — 
Exactly. 

1807. Have you considered the question gene- 
rally, as to the expense of the revision in coun- 
ties ? — I can speak personally of my own county, 
Kerry, with which I am very well acquainted. 
The cost of the revision appears to me to be 
something very excessive ; I have complained of 
it at the grand jury, and others have also ob- 
jected to it. Though it has been stated that we 
get the expenses in detail, the grand jury sec- 
retary, at the last assizes, told ns that he did not 

' g et 
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get any one of the details of those expenses. I 
have not seen them. 

1808. What is your opinion as to the efficacy 
of the present system of revision ? — I think the 
present system of revision, as far as I can form 
an opinion of it from what I have seen in Kerry, 
very defective. I think there is not a sufficient 
check upon the revisions as to the expense. It 
appears from the return from the Valuation Office 
laid before the Committee that only one revisor 
has been in Kerry for the revision of 1S68, and 
be had been there for 250 days. The whole ex- 
pense, however, of the year’s revision for Kerry 
is 859 l. We are charged only half of it, and it 
appears to be an enormous sum ; the whole ex- 
pense of Mr. Ryan, the revisor, was 268 of 
which about 100 1. was for travelling and hotel 
expenses, the rest being for his time. That 
leaves a balance of about 600 1. for what are 
called office expenses in Dublin ; that appears to 
be a very extravagant sum. The revision 
emanates from the board of guardians ; they get 
the notices of any cases of revision that are ne- 
cessary, and they send these notices to the 
Commissioner in Dublin. The revisor is then 
sent down, and he ought to be obliged to give 
to the board of guardians the particulars of 
all the farms that he revises, and the time 
he has occupied at each. If that was doue, 
and if the guardians could sometimes meet the 
revisor at some of their - meetings (I have never 
seen one of these officers, though I often attend 
the meetings), he might give them any explana- 
tions they required. Mr. Greene said that he did 
not think it necessary to send to the board of 
guardians, but that it was sufficient to send to 
the grand jury; but that course, even if complied 
with, which I believe it is not, would appear to 
me to be useless, because the grand jury have 
not, and cannot legally have, a committee to sit 
from assizes to assizes. The grand jury have no 
means of examining the returns with care, be- 
cause if a committee was appointed during the 
sitting of the grand jury, they would not be 
able to attend to the business going on in the 
grand jury room. I think the board of guardians 
ought to have an account of the expenses sent 
them. How are they to know the time that a 
revisor occupies ? It is said that he keeps a 
journal, but we all know what the journals of 
public officers generally are. There is really no 
control exercised. The only control that is stated 
is that the revisor’s hooks are checked in the 
office in Dublin. I do not see how that can be 
sufficient, because it is said that the mode 
adopted is that of taking lines in the country 
on maps, and making divisions of a farm ; he 
marks those lines, ana the map, and sends them 
to Dublin. Nothing can be more imperfect than 
such a system as that. 

1809. You think that the board of guardians 
would act as a sufficient check as to the time oc- 
cupied upon the ground, which it is utterly impos- 
s » ble * ov the Dublin office to do ? — Yes, and as to 
the necessity of his being on the ground a certain 
tune, and I think that there would be no trouble 
m doing this. The revisor ought to know each 
tarm that he goes upon, and he could write down, 

A. B. towmand, such a man’s holding, two or 
three days, &c.” 

1810. All the work is provided for him by the 
~ officers ? — The cases requiring revision 



are, or ought to be, sent to him. The present 
course adopted is not a sufficient check. 

1811. You know what the present system of 
revision is? — Yes. 

1812. And what is proposed to be done i — 
Yes. 

1813. Will you state your opinions generally 
upon the subject? — The present system of revi- 
sion might, in conjunction with it, be made appli- 
cable to a new valuation, if made. I think it 
should not be left to one man, but that there 
ought to be very efficient check officers over 
him. I knew that Sir Richard Griffith more 
than 30 years ago, when this valuation was 
begun, adopted effectually such a course in many 
cases with great effect. He had men like Mr. 
Boyne, whom I knew personally, men who were 
most competent valuators of land. They went over 
the farms and valued them in a way that, in my 
opinion, was effectual at that time, as far as I 
heard and believe. 

1814. When the unequal valuation was going 
on, do you believe the counties had any idea that 
they were to be called upon to repay the money 
advanced ? — I cannot give any opinion about 
that. 

1815. Mr. Hunt.] Do you know whether it 
was done under the Act of Parliament ? — It 
was. 

1816. That Act provided how the exjjenses 
were to be borne ? — Yes, and the subsequent 
Act divided the expenses. 

1817. Chairman.] No charge was made upon 
the counties for the preliminary valuation ? — No ; 
with regai-d to the revision, I should not be in 
favour of getting it done by local men appointed 
by the board of guardians or by the grand jury. 
If you had a local man there would be canvassing 
going on for the appointment, and in the next 
place he would be subject to the imputation of 
not being impartial. When the poor law boards 
got the valuation made before the tenement valu- 
ation was brought into operation, there were strong 
suspicions in the minds of many, whether right 
or wrong, that the valuator had his favourites ; 
that there was local influence and local pressure 
employed. I think it would be better that a 
public department like the office in Dublin should 
send down a competent man, a stranger, a man 
of character and position, who would be above 
suspicion ; I think that would be better than ap- 
pointing a local revisor or valuator. It has been 
suggested by some grand juries that they should 
have the power of appointing a local man to re- 
vise; but that, in my opinion, would not be 
desirable. 

1818. The O' Conor Don.] Not to value but to 
revise ? — To revise, or revise and value at the 
same time. If there is to be a valuation the two 
things could go on, together. 

1819. Has there been any proposal from any 
grand jury, that the valuation should be doue 
by a local man?— Not that I heard of. 

1820. The proposal was simply with respect to 
the applottimr of the revision? — Yes, but I con- 
clude that if there is to be a valuation the 
revision and the valuation could go on to- 
gether. 

1821. Chairman^] Would your objection be in 
any way removed if there was a competitive ex- 
amination by the Civil Service, or any other 
board, as to the best person to be sent to each 
county?— I do not know whether a competitive 
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Mr. J. educational examination would answer the pur- 
JLeahy. q.c. pose. In the counties of Cork and Kerry there 

— arc mountain lands, tillage lauds, grazing lands, 

13 May ail j so ou . I <] 0 no t know whether you could 
g e t by competitive examination a man that would 
be able to judge of all these things ; I should 
say you would require persons of practical expe- 
rience, but all would depend on the nature of the 
examination. 

1822. Do you consider the valuation in the 
south of Ireland at present to he defective ? 
Speaking of Kerry, I think the valuation is ex- 
ceedingly defective ; I know it of my own know- 
ledge. I have property in four out of the six 
unions in the county. There is scarcely, any 
part of Kerry that I do not know. I have differ- 
ent qualities of land, arable land, mountain lands, 
and dairy farms ; and I know that in every part 
of Kerry I know, the ordinary letting value is 
higher than the valuation. In the barony of 
Iveragb it is double the tenement valuation, or as 
the phrase is in Kerry, “double Griffith’s.” The 
largest proprietor in that barony is Trinity Col- 
lege, and that the general rule they make on 
their estate is to let at twice the valuation. In 
some of these cases, to my own knowledge, three 
times the tenement valuation would not be high, 
but I believe few of the landlords there exceed 
double. That is the ordinary letting of the 
country, but some exceed that amount. 

1823. The O'Connor Don.] Is that peculiar to 
that barony ? — In other parts of Kerry, where 
the land is better, the valuation is nearer the 
rental. In other parts of Kerry the valuation is 
about 30 per cent, below the letting value. In 
the northern parts of the county, I believe 
" double Griffith’s” is generally the ordinary 
letting value ; but in parts, three times the tene- 
ment valuation is got by some landlords, and 
even more in a few cases I heard of; but to what 
extent auy of such lettings may exceed the actual 
fair letting value, I cannot say. As a general 
rule, the good arable tillage lands are valued 
nearer the letting value than the grazing or 
mountain lands. 

1824. Chairman.] Have you not been engaged 
in arbitrating and settling the raising or reducing 
of rents by certain corporate bodies? — I was 
one of three counsel who decided a case three 
or four years ago between the Earl of Leitrim 
and Trinity College, as to raising the rents 
of certain college lands. The present vice 
chancellor, Mr. Otway, and myself were the 
arbitrators appointed on both sides. We took 
the prices in the Act of Parliament, the College 
Act, the prices of about 10 years before- There 
is a decennial valuation. We took the different 
prices of produce in several towns throughout all 
Ireland, going back to 1854 or 1855. It was not 
necessary to give a formal decision, because there 
was a compromise between tlie parties; but we 
thought there was at least 30 per cent. rise. The 
college took 20 or 25 per cent, by arrangement. 
The lauds were in the county of Donegal; but, 
according to the Act of Parliament, we took 
the average in towns throughout Ireland, Cork, 
Limerick, Waterford, Dublin, Belfast, and other 
towns. 

1825. Would you suggest any alteration in the 
law as to buildings or tenements, or exemption 
from taxation for improvements ? — I think it 
would be most important, to encourage improve- 
ments in the country, that there should be an 



exemption of all improvements for a considerable 
time. I think the period is now seven years 
before the valuation. I think that such at least 
should be continued. 

1826. Mr. McCarthy Dawning."] Fourteen 
years, is it not ? — The valuation is not to be 
altered for 14 years, but the exemption with regard 
to improvements applies to seven years before the 
valuation. So far as relates to the county of 
Kerry, considering the inequality and the want of 
uniformity in the valuation, it is my opinion that 
there ought to be a new valuation, though no 
complaints have been made of the present valua- 
tion by the grand juries or others : I attribute 
that to the fact that the valuation is so much 
below the letting value that they wish to leave 
things as they are: but my opinion is, that is 
would be desirable for both landlord and tenant 
that the tenement valuation should be some- 
what nearer the letting value than it is at 
present. 

1827. That observation would not apply to 
Cork, or to places where the valuation was made 
lately ? — I am speaking of counties like Kerry, 
where it has been made 15 or 16 years, and where 
the irregularity is so great that the valuation is 
no test of the letting value; another reason why 
I think it. is imperfect, is this : in making the 
tenement valuation they did not ascertain the rents 
paid, nor were they bound to do so, nor to take 
them into account. They went into a particular 
district, say, any one union in Kerry, and if they 
find that the good landlords of that district were 
getting, without any objection from the tenants, 
double tlie tenement valuation, of course, that 
would appear to be a matter to be taken into 
account. A new valuation would enable persons 
to know the real value of their lands better for 
the purposes of selling, raising money, or 
letting, 

1828. The O' Conor Don.] You think that at 
present there is great inequality, even within a 
county? — Very great. 

1829. And that the present valuation is a 
particularly unsafe standard on which to buy 
property ? — Very unsafe: I have bought property, 
and I should never think, judging from experi- 
ence, of going exactly on the tenement valuation, 
nor does any person do so, except by inference, 
to know the actual value. The tenement valuation 
is taken as the only official valuation, and being- 
made by disinterested parties, they say,, if it is 
worth that by the tenement valuation, it is worth 
a great deal more for ordinary letting. The 
valuation is approved of in that way by persons 
buying ; but it is very bad for vendors, and it is 
a great injury to a person who wants to raise 
money on property. If lands, valued at 500 1. a 
year, though let for 1,000 1. a year, the owner 
cannot get from the lender what he might 
otherwise obtain. He would only get a loan 
according to the tenement valuation. Also, if 
tenants are paid for compensation, I find it is 
proposed that it shall only be according to the 
tenement valuation, so that his tenant may 
not get a proper sum allowed ; therefore, upon 
every ground I think it is an advantage to 
tenants and landlords, though we may have to 
pay more income tax, to have a new valuation, 
where now excessively low or unequal. As 
regards county taxation it makes no difference, 
because if it is all equable it comes to the same 
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thing, and the only objection would be as to 
income tax. 

1830. Do you know of any estates in the south 
where the rental is lower than the valuation ? — 
I do not, except in the case of some estates where 
the lands are held by middlemen, under old leases, 
where perhaps only half the value is paid, and 
some other cases where there are fee-farm rents 
paid to the landlord. In one case, in Kerry, 
1,900 /. a year head-rent paid for an estate, and 
the rental from occupiers is about 20,000 /. a year. 
There are some cases in which there are leases 
for 500 years or more. In such cases there are, 
of course, large profits ; but I am not aware of 
any estate let to occupying tenants at what is 
called a fair letting value, that is, let below the 
Government valuation. I know the case of one 
nobleman who lets his property very low, as he 
does uot expend money in improving it, and may 
probably wish to make some compensation for not 
living in Ireland. As to the valuation of Kerry, 
which I think important for the county, would 
you allow me to suggest that, as the annual 
revision costs 25,000/. and the new proposed 
valuation is to cost 50,000 /. for 23 counties, to 
be done in three years (being the only counties 
now proposed by the Commissioner for Re- 
valuation). It would be a very little additional 
expense to add the proportion necessary, that is, 
to divide the 50, 000 /. between the three years 
and add it to the 25,000 1. The staff that appears 
to be in Dublin, according to the returns that 
have been made, ought to be sufficient to do that 
with a very little more exertion, and a very few 
more valuators. 

1831. Chairman .] Have you heard of many 
complaints of the present valuation, as to its in- 
equality or otherwise? — Yes, I hear it complained 
of constantly in Kerry. When the question is 
asked, “ What rent will you get for these lands ” ? 
the reply often is, “We do not know ; we cannot 
rely upon the valuation. In one place we should 
get twice the tenement valuation, in another 
place three times, and in another place only 
25 or 30 per cent, above it. One cause of the 
very low valuation in what may be called the 
upland districts of Kerry, arose, as I heard and 
believe, from persons being sent to value it who 
are more accustomed to good land like that 
in Roscommon and Tipperary, and who saw this 
land only once a year. Now, if you see some of 
the land in Kerry in the middle of winter, it will 
appear to a stranger not worth half-a-crown an 
acre ; but if you see it in summer with exceed- 
ingly good grass upon it, it will appear good 
land. To make a perfect valuation, in my opinion, 
they ought to see the land twice a year. 

1832. Mr. Ayrton.'] You are satisfied that 
Kerry ought to be re-valued ? — I think so. 

1833. That is the county you know most 
about? — That is the county that I can speak 
personally of; I have some small property in 
Longford and Leitrim, but nearly all my pro- 
perty is in Kerry. 

1834. You said that there were great com- 
plaints by the collectors and the clerks of the 
unions that the V aluation Board did not proceed 
with sufficient rapidity ? — Yes. 

1835. Did you take the trouble to inquire 
whether the collectors and clerks of the unions 
had the lists of land to be re-valued made out in 
due time ? — I asked the question, and they said 

0.57. 



they had ; but I had my doubts about it, knowing 
that some of the poor law collectors in some 
places act very much by deputy, like some other 
public officers. They get the salary, and get the 
work done in the cheapest way they can. 

1836. You are aware that if they admitted 
that they were in error they would be liable to 
fine and prosecution ? — Yes ; there is a penalty 
in the Act, but of course it is never enforced ; 
these penalties prescribed for neglect of public 
duties are quite useless and never enforced. 

1837. Mr. Hunt.] I understood you to say that 
it was your view that the parties in the locality 
ought to have an opportunity of checking the 
expenditure arising out of the valuation of the 
locality ? — Yes. 

1838. How would you propose that that should 
be done: we understand that at present half 
the amount incurred is sent to the grand juries, 
and they have no option in the matter? — The 
presentment is mandatory. 

1839. They have no power of inquiring into 
whether the expenditure has been rightly in- 
curred, I believe that is so ? — Yes. 

1840. You think that they should have an 
opportunity ? — I think the grand jury or the 
board of guardians should have an opportunity 
of disputing the amount with the Commissioner 
of Valuation, and for that purpose the details of 
the sums charged should be sent in to them, so 
as to enable them to question the amount in some 
way or other. 

1841. How would you propose that that should 
be done ? — I should propose in the first place that 
the revisor should send in the number of days he 
has been employed on each tenement, and how 
he was occupied. That being sent to the board 
of guardians they would have the power of cor- 
responding and questioning it witli the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation about it. 

1842. It is the grand jury that has to make 
the presentment, but you wish the examination 
to be conducted by the board of guardians; I 
want to know how you would bring the board of 
guardians into communication with the grand 
jury upon the subject?— The board of guardians 
should be the persons to raise the question and 
settle it with the Commissioner of Valuation; 
then it might be settled between them by some 
tribunal of reference. In fact in most cases I 
think the Commissioner of Valuation himself 
would be likely to yield if the revisor’s account 
could not be sustained. 

1843. You think that the matter should go to 
the board of guardians, and then should be 
decided upon by some kind of reference before it 
reaches the grand jury ? — Yes, so as to let the 
grand jury merely be the medium of getting the 
amount levied, because there is no standing com- 
mittee of the grand jury in Ireland. There are 
no persons to take up the business, when once 
the grand jury is discharged they are all dispersed 
and scattered about. 

1844. But the board of guardians would re- 
present the persons who have to pay the moiety 
of the expense? — Of course, they are a more 
representative body than the grand jury, for, 
as you are aware in Ireland, though the grand 
jury is a fiscal body, they are chosen by the abso- 
lute discretion of the sheriff, whereas the mem- 
bers of the board of guardians are partly elected 
and partly ex officio . 

I 1845. At 
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Mr. J. 1845. At present the Treasury pays half the 
Leahy, q.c. expenditure ?— Yes. e 

— — 1846. In your view, supposing the board ot 

13 May guardians should resist their moiety of the ex- 

1869. pense, should the reduction also apply to the 
moiety which the Treasury has to pay ?— I would 
suggest at the moment, that as the Treasury has 
to pay half, the Treasury, by some public officer, 
would be the proper body to decide between 
the two. The Treasury paying half, represent 
the public taxpayer, and the board of guardians 
represent the cesspayer. They are both in- 
terested in the deduction ; for myself, as an ex 
officio guardian and proprietor, I should be glad 
to lea ve the matter to some officer, suggested by 
the Treasury, to inquire into any alleged over- 
charge. 

1847. Supposing that the expenditure had ac- 
tually been incurred, and the parties had been 
paid,' on whom would the loss fall? — They would 
not be paid ; there is a certain sum from time to 
time under control of the officers of the Valuation 
Office, and the money would be stopped. The 
principal amount is the portion for the office 
work in Dublin. 

1848. Part of the work is field work, con- 
ducted by persons who are paid, I suppose, 
weekly or monthly '! — So much a year ; there are 
six re visors, getting about 240 1. a year, some less 
and some more. 

1849. In many cases, the persons are paid by 
the day ? — Very few; the revisor gets so much a 
year, and his hotel and travelling expenses. In 
Kerry, the bill for labour was only 10 /.or 11/., 
a mere trifle. 

1850. Is it not the case that, when a bill is 
sent in to the grand jury, the expenditure has 
been incurred ? — Yes. 

1851. Whether rightly or wrongly, it has 
been incurred? — Yes. 

1852. Suppose, when the expenditure is in- 
curred, there is an inquiry, in which the board 
of guardians takes part, as to whether it has 
been rightly incurred ; and suppose the tribunal, 
whatever it is, decides that there ought to be a 
reduction in the amount so sent in, on whom do 
you propose that the loss should fall? — You mis- 
take me. I propose that the board of guardians 
should have the power of raising the question 
before the estimate is struck at the office in 
Dublin, and then that the question should be 
settled. It is just as if you employed a surveyor 
or a builder for your own private property, and 
he made a claim upon- you before the work was 
finished or paid for. 

1853. In that case, it is a matter between the 
builder and the person who employs him : in this 
case, it is a question between a public office and 
the locality which has to pay half the expense ; 
now, suppose that the tribunal, whatever it be, 
decides that the moiety proposed to be charged 
to the locality is too great and ought to be re- 
duced, I want to know on whom the loss would 
fall; do you propose that it should fall upon 
the Treasury or upon the heads of the depart- 
ments ? — No ; but upon the men who seek pay- 
ment. For instance, an officer is sent to revise, 
and he claims payment for 251 days. He sends 
his account from time to time, and perhaps it is 
found that he is entitled to only 150 days. He 
is paid accordingly, or, if he is overpaid, it will 
be stopped out of his next quarter’s payment. 



There is no money to be paid, according to my 
view of it, until it has been checked. It is like 
a debt incurred, but not discharged. 

1854. The O'Conor Don.] Do you not think 
that if you had these details furnished to the poor- 
law guardians that very fact would exercise a 
very great check ? — Perfectly ; and the poor law 
guardians, and the Commissioner of Valuation, 
would no doubt agree, assuming Mr. Greene to 
be, as I believe he is, a very competent and in- 
telligent officer. 

1855. Mr. Hunt.'] There are certain persons 
having a permanent salai-y in the office, and there 
are other persons employed under them at so 
much a day; the expense of these permanent 
salaries is apportioned between the different 
counties where the work is done now? — Yes. 



1856. Supposing a tribunal, such as you would 
wish to set up, should decide that too large a 
proportion of the permanent expenditure has been 
assigned to Roscommon, and that the tribunal 
should go through other counties, and after 
adding all the reductions together, the amount is 
taken off the permanent expenditure of the 
office, on whom would the loss fall ; on the per- 
manent officials or on the Treasury ? — I would not 
have it fall on the Treasury nor on the perma- 
nent officials. The Commissioner of Valuation, 
before making an award of money to be paid, 
would take care that no expense was incurred that 
was not necessary. If it appeared that there 
was a larger staff than was necessary it would 
be decreased. I think, as has been suggested by 
an honourable Member of the Committee, that 
if these details were given the evil would rectify 
itself. There is one thing connected with these 
expenses that is perfectly astounding. There are 
three counties, Cork, Kerry, and Limerick, and 
there is one superintendent for them, receiving 
340 /., the valuators receiving 840 /., and the 
clerks and the assistants 1,240 /., making about 
2,500 1. a year for the revision of the three 
counties for changes in the tenements in one 
year. 

1857. Do you take it that the office in Dublin 
might be reduced in numbers ? — I am not very 
competent to give an opinion. From the papers 
that have been sent to me there appears at first 
sight to be a very large staff indeed. Sir Richard 
Griffith said that, the expense was not his doing. 
It appears that the matter was referred to the 
English Treasury, and they sent over an English 
gentleman, Mr. Anderson, who examined the 
office, and raised the salaries. Sir Richard 
Griffith said that he kept them down much lower. 
This gentleman, sent over by the Treasury, had, 
perhaps, never been to Ireland before in his 
life. 

1858. Mr. Hunt . ] Are you aware that Mr. 
Anderson is one of the first financial authorities 
of the day? — But he may not know much about 
the proper scale of fees in Ireland ; I think 
Sir Richard Griffith knew better what was re- 
quired. 

1859. Mr. Ayrton.] Do I understand you that 
you wish all the details to be sent to each union 
connected with the re-valuation of that union, 
and that they should have an opportunity of ex- 
pressing their opinion of the conduct and the 
charges of the individuals who have been em- 
ployed before they are paid ? — Yes, before they 
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1 S60. So as to prevent the Commissioner being 
imposed upon by people coming into the union 
and dawdling and not doing their business ? — Yes, 
I do not know whether it is the same in England, 
but I regret to say that public officials in Ireland 
are not all very active. When once they get a 
Government appointment many of them try to do 
as little as they can for the money. 

1861. The rule being that the more they get 
the less they do ? — I should be sorry to throw 
any imputation upon the valuators or the revisers 
more than any others, but I am sorry to say we 
see it every day. 

1862. Mr. Hunt.j You do not apply that ob- 
servation to chairmen ? — Probably it might apply 
to some of us chairmen, and also possibly to some 
judges of the higher courts. Some Members of 
the Committee know, there are clerks of the 
Crown, clerks of the peace, some Government 
inspectors, and other public officers, whose duties 
are done in very many cases by deputy for the 
lowest possible sum. 

1863. Mr. Ayrton.'] They all become middle- 
men? — Middle-men, and deputies’ deputies are 
generally the persons who do the real work. 
These are paid very little, and the Govern- 
ment officials often get very high salaries for 
little work. 

1864. The only person who appears to do his 
work is the solicitor ; he does come down when 
he is required? — I am very much against excessive 
salaries, but I think he is the worst paid man in 
the office. 

1865. It seems to be considered that it is a 
bad precedent that he should do his work ? — I 
never knew an official who did his work better 
than Mr. Bolton, and he is paid less than some of 
these revisors. 

1866. Do you think it is a great advantage to 
any one who has to decide a question relating to 
the valuation that a solicitor, who is cognisant of 
the whole of the law and with all the principles 
and decisions, should be present to assist in the 
consideration of the case ? — As a general rule I 
should say it is; but, as has been stated by the 
Chairman, there may be a case where a small 
field is to be valued, and then they can write 
and say, " This is not essential for the purposes 
of the charity, and you will make that point before 
the chairman, talcing it for granted that the chair- 
man knows the law.” 

1867. Is it not desirable that the chairman 
should have brought before him the decisions and 
principles bearing upon that matter ? — Decidedly; 
the last case that came before me in Limerick, 
where Mr. Bolton attended, was about the value 
of a house ; the question was whether the teachers 
in a school should get the house in which they 
lived free. He proved that they might live in 
another house in the village ; therefore the house 
was not, in the words of the Act of Parliament, 
an essential part of the charity. I said I agreed 
with him, and 1 threw out a suggestion on the 
subject, upon which Mr. Bolton said, “ We will 
only charge these .Christian brothers a small sum 
for *” The solicitors on both sides were agreed 
and thanked the court, but the next day I was 
abused in one of the local papers for having given 
a partisan decision as a Protestant. 

1868. Chairman .] The counties paid the ex- 

]ialf 6 P ar ^ es I suppose ? — They paid 
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1869. Mr. Hunt."] I understand that the sub- 
stance of what you say is that you think Ireland 
wants re-valuing, that no local valuation would 
be satisfactory; but you think that the persons 
who have to pay half the expense ought to have 
an opportunity of checking the expenditure ? — 
Exactly so. 

1870. Chairman .] Do not the counties pay all 
the expense of the valuation ? — Yes, that makes 
it stronger ; if this valuation is made it will be 
done by the same staff with very small additions. 
I look at the question of valuation as more im- 
portant than that of revision. 

1871. Do you not think that the same principle 
ought to extend to the Government that are using 
the valuation; that if there was a new valuation 
the Government ought to bear half the expense ? 
— Of course in any new valuation they ought 
to bear their half; they would hardly resist 
that. 

1872. Mr. M‘ Cur thy Dozening .] You appear 
to think that there arc a great many matters aris- 
ing out of this system that require amendment? 
— Yes. 

1873. With regard to the collector of the 
baronial cess and the grand jury cess, you are 
aware, as a grand juror, that he is paid 9 d. in the 
pound for collecting ? — Yes. 

1874. Are you not aware that that is done by 
deputies for 3d. ? — I believe they get it done in 
many cases for that. It is a subject that grand 
juries , are likely to take up. The reason for 
the high charge that is made is, that there 
are many defalcations by collectors, and it is 
said that if we gave the appointment to 
the lower class of collectors at the lower 
rate, in many cases security would not be 
got. 

1875. Is it not the fact that the person who 
contracts to do the work for 9 d. gets it done for 
3 d. ? — Often. 

1876. And he takes no trouble himself ? — Very 
little trouble. 

1877. With regard to the question to which 
you refer, connected with religious houses and 
charitable institutions, did not the present Chan- 
cellor decide that question ? — As chairman of the 
county of Dublin he decided the question, I think, 
in the way that I referred to. It was more a 
matter of fact with him. He gave everything 
that could be considered in any way, directly or 
indirectly, essential to the purposes of the cha- 
rity. 

1878. I think you gave it as your opinion, as 
a chairman of the county of long experience, that 
the law should be altered, and that you should 
include whatever goes with the charity ? — In 
moderation; not exceeding a few acres. In 
many cases they keep a cow in these fields 
lor the convents or the Christian brothers, or 
they grow a few . potatoes and other vegetables. 
It. is a paltry thing to be charging for these 
things. As far as we can, we are always anxious 
to exempt them. 

1879. With regard to lands that are improved 
by drainage or otherwise, did I understand you 
to say that they could be increased in value after 
seven years ? — Yes. 

1880. Do you think that is the construction of 
the Act of Parliament? — I have always under- 
stood so. I think the Act of Parliament says 
that they are to exclude from the valuation of 
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the land anything that was done within seven 
years before in the way of improvements. 

1881. That is only in case there is a re-valua- 
tion? — Yes. 

1882. And a re-valuation can only take place 
with the consent of the grand jury?— Yes. I 
believe so, but am not certain. 

1883. And then, upon re-valuation, they can- 
not take into account improvements made within 
seven years before ? — That is what I meant. 

1884. Mr. Ayrton.'] Do you think it would be 
a convenient way of getting rid of the great 
difficulty of exemptions to abolish them?— You 
would have a great outcry in the country if you 
abolished the exemptions on charitable institu- 
tions. 

1885. From whom?— From the country gene- 
rally ; I am in favour, if I may use the phrase, 
of “ levelling up,” and of increasing the exemp- 
tions. 

1886. How would you increase them ?- -I would 
leave them much as they are, with the trifling 
increase that I mentioned ; I think that the 
exemptions in the case of Londonderry Bridge, 
the Dundalk Harbour Commissioners, and so on, 
ought to be done away with. I am speaking 



of charitable, religious, and scientific institu- 
tions. 

1887. If a scientific institution is established 
for the benefit of one set of people, on what 
principle do you say that another set of people 
should contribute to that institution, by exempt- 
ing it from rating ? — I am in favour of anything 
that will improve the country, either in a religious 
or scientific way ; I regret to say that in many 
respects we want improvement ; being a poor 
country we have not the same resources that you 
have in England. 

1888. Why should the owners or occupiers of 
property in a particular locality be compelled to 
make a sacrifice, as they would be, by such 
exemption? — They are the proprietors of the 
district, and they ought to help persons who are 
not well able to pay. 

1889. The society may not be a local society ? 
— It mostly is; they are convents, schools, or 
scientific societies for the improvement of the 
people -, we want education very much. 

1890. The children in the particular school 
may not be limited to the rateable district in 
which it is placed ? — The district is all round ; 
the school is very likely near the middle of it. 



Mr. Henry Duffy, called in ; and Examined. 



1891. Chairman.] You are employed in the 
general valuation of Ireland ? — Y es. 

1892. In what capacity ? — As Divisional Super- 
intendent ; I superintend the office work of six 
counties. 

1893. How long have you been in the service? 
— Thirty-one years, to the 1st April ultimo. 

1894. Hoav long were you office superin- 
tendent ? — Nineteen years. 

1895. Are there many in the service occupying 
the same position as you do? — There are six 
divisions. 

1896. "What are the special duties of the general 
superintendent and of the office superintendent ? 
— -I have to examine the documents when they 
come in after the revision is completed, and see 
what portions of these documents require to be 
replaced. The documents we have been using in 
previous revisions for three or four years, in con- 
sequence of a great many alterations or inter- 
lineations, sometimes require replacement. My 
first duty is to see what portions of the documents 
require to be replaced, to take note of such por- 
tions and to get them done. The office books I 
have replaced on an average every fourth year ; 
the poor law guardians’ copies every third 
year; and the county treasurers’ copies every 
year, a full copy. The county treasurers’ copies 
are partly done in anticipation and afterwards 
corrected, otherwise they could not be com- 
pleted in time for the assizes by the present 
staff. The maps are redrawn every five years. 
I have with me a new set of the Roscommon 
maps, and also the old maps which I can 
show you ; they will show that the whole 
of Roscommon was “ striped, ” that all the 
tenement boundaries had to be surveyed, which 
occasioned great expense. I have, during the 
interim between the two revisions, to register 
all complaints made to the office respecting valu- 
ations or applotments of previous revisions, and 
all applications for future revision. My assist- 



ants check the computations of areas so complained 
against, and I make notes in all such cases, call- 
ing the future revising officer’s attention to them. 
When I receive the lists of cases for revision 
from the clerks of the union b (they are supplied 
once a year, immediately before the revisions), I 
classify the notes made by me, and attach them 
to the clerk’s lists of the respective unions to 
which they relate. I then make out a map of my 
district, comprising six counties, a progress map. 
I have these maps lithographed, so that I 
only have to put certain names on them, and 
colour them; the time when the unions were re- 
vised the year before, and the officer that revised 
them. I lay the map before the Commissioner ; 
receive his instructions as to the district to be re- 
vised by each officer, and the consecutive order 
in which the revisions of the unions is to be car- 
ried out. When the Commissioner gives orders 
to have the revision commenced, the chief clerk 
sends the usual notices to the clerks of the unions, 
and to all parties who had, since the completion 
of the last revision, expressed a wish to be in- 
formed when the next revision of their property 
would take place. The dates of the issue and of 
the receipt of all documents, and the dates of 
issuing the valuations to the county treasurers, 
poor law guardians, &c., are always registered by 
me, and the documents sent to the revisors are 
invoiced, and when returned, are checked and 
compared with the invoice, lest they should be 
lost during the field work. On receipt of the 
documents from the revisors, the lists for the 
poor law guardians and county treasurers are 
put in hands for correction and copying. I allo- 
cate the work to the different officers. While 
this is going on, the revision is carefully ex- 
amined, the computations of areas, applotments, 
and totals of the several tenements and town 
lands are checked, and the alterations investi- 
gated by contrasting them with the previous re- 
vision or valuation. 

1897. The 
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1897. The O' Conor Don .] When is that done? 
— Generally the moment the books are received. 
If we are in a hurry to send out a union, and a 
rate has to be struck, we send out the books and 
check them afterwards in the course of doing the 
work for the county treasurer. If any error has 
occurred, we write to the clerks of the unions and 
have them corrected, unless they are unimportant, 
in which case we make a note of them and let the 
matter lie over till the next revision. Most of the 
revisors now correct the books in the country, and 
send them up to the office for comparison and 
examination ; they are then checked and examined 
before the abstract is made out, unless it is in a 
case where there is a great pressure and we have 
not time to do it, in which case they are checked 
afterwards. 

1898. You say that the rule is to correct them 
in the country? — The rule now is to correct 
them in the country, and send them up to the 
office for examination. 

1899. Both as to area and valuation? — The 
guardians’ books are sent with the originals for 
comparison and examination. 

1900. What do you mean by the originals? — 
The original books are our books ; the books used 
by us, and sent out and used by the revisors. 
These are sent to the office according as the 
unions are revised, and along with them 
the poor law guardians’ copies which are cor- 
rected by the revisor, in order that we may 
compare and examine them. In this exami- 
nation, should the revisor alter any valuation 
so as to affect the elective franchise, or the valua- 
tion of premises known to be used for the sale of 
excisable commodities, such as hotels, taverns, 
and grocers’ premises, or property of a variable 
nature, such as tolls, fisheries, railways, canals, 
mines, gas-works, turbaries, buildings, &c., without 
a satisfactory reason being assigned by the revisor 
for such alterations, it would be my duty to bring 
the matter under the Commissioner’s notice. My 
principal duty is to allocate the work between 
the officers ; to see that they do a due proportion 
of work. I register the dates, they commence 
and complete their work. I do that for the field 
officers’ work, as well as for the work in the office, 
and should I find that anybody did not perform 
liis work within a reasonable time, or execute it 
in a proper manner, it would be my business 
to report the matter to the Commissioner of 
Valuation. My duty is to look over the 
documents to see that the revisors do not im- 
properly interfere with the valuations. For 
instance, they might exempt property that should 
not be exempted. They might, for instance, 
alter the valuation of a house from 40 1. to 39 Z. ; 
and if the house was let for the sale of excisable 
commodities, it would make a difference in the 
excise duties that the house would pay. Again, 
if a tenement was valued at 11 Z. 10 s., and 
they made it 12 Z., it would give the individual 
whose property was so raised the benefit of the 
elective franchise ; or if the tenement was valued 
at 12 /., and they reduced it to 11 Z. 10 s., they 
might disfranchise a ma n, 

. 1901. Chairman .) There was only one super- 
intendent from the commencement of the work 
until 1850, I believe? — There was one superin- 
tendent, but I acted under him, and so did the 
others who were afterwards anpointed. Though 
we were not officially recognised, we were doing 
ne ~7 the same duties as now, except that the 



duties on the primary valuation were different 
from those that we now have. We were also 
assisted by clerks; I had sometimes two, and 
always one, to assist me. 

1902. Was not the work of the valuation 
efficiently performed under the direction of one 
superintendent? — I have heard remarks made 
about four or five years passing and only so many 
counties being published; there was not a sufficient 
staff in the office during that time. Mr. Kelly 
was then the superintendent, and with all the 
assistance that we could give him we could not 
get the counties out ; there was not a sufficient 
staff. There were only about 100 in the office, 
and the counties of Dublin, Limerick, Cork, 
Kerry, Tipperary, W aterford, Kilkenny, Kildare, 
and Carlow were all going on at the same time ; 
we had only 100 in the field and office. In 
1845 the number was raised to 148 or 150, and 
in 1853 the number was raised to 300 ; then the 
valuation went on rapidly. 

1903. Sir Richard Griffith was perfectly con- 
tented with Mr. Kelly? — Yes; he was a very 
clever man, but he had too much on his shoulders. 
He had to divide the work; it was Mr. Kelly 
who altered the arrangement to the present one ; 
he found that he was not able to take all the work 
on himself. 

1904. Why was Mr. Kelly removed from the 
office ? — His health failed, and he requested to be 
sent to the field ; he was sent to the field, and 
after being some time there, he found that the 
duties were too fatiguing for him, and he could 
not continue them any longer. He could not 
get back into the same position that he had, in the 
office. The business was found to go on so 
rapidly, under Mr. Greene’s superintendence, that 
Sir Richard Griffith could not think of taking 
Mr. Kelly back, and thought he had better con- 
tinue Mr. Greene, as the work was going on 
more efficiently. Mr. Kelly could not continue 
in the field, and he had to resign ; I think he was 
very badly treated, he was a very efficient officer, 
and was badly treated in being sent away without 
a pension. A man who had been in the public 
service so long, and had been so valuable an 
officer, ought to have had a pension. 

1905. Were you office superintendent when 
the present classification was made ? — Yes. 

1906. Your position was not affected by the 
classification? — No; except that on the arrange- 
ment, my pay was raised from 200 Z. a year to 
300 l. I earned about 50 Z. a year from extra 
work, so that my pay was about 250 Z. I had to 
work four months in the year, five hours in the 
evening for the 50 Z. 

1907. What is your salary now? — It was in- 
creased to 300 Z., and now it is 340 Z. 

1908. You are first-class? — Yes. 

1909. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] I suppose you 
work the whole year for your present salary ? — 
Certainly, except a month’s vacation. 

1910. Chairman.'] From your position in the 
office for so many years, you must have a pretty 
fair knowledge of the persons employed ? — 1 
have. 

1911. From your knowledge, do you think that 
the present classification is just and fair in regard 
to merit, length of service, or capabilities? — I 
think there are some officers in the second class 
that ought to be in the first, and many officers in 
the third class that ought to be in the second, but 

I 3 then 
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then the classes are limited. The first class is 
limited to 13, and the second class is limited 
to 24. 

1912. Mr. Hunt.'] Was an application made to 
the Treasury for a pension to Mr. Kelly ? — I 
think Sir Richard Griffith did make an applica- 
tion, and Mr. Kelly applied to the Treasury. 

1913. Then the decision against Mr. Kelly’s 
having a pension was a Treasury decision? — Yes ; 
because he went away before the office was made 
a Government office ; it was said he was a tem- 
porary officer, and they would not entertain his 
application. 

1914. The O' Conor .Dim.] What time did Mr. 
Kelly resign? — I think in 1852 or 1853. 



1915. Mr. Hunt . ] With regard to those in the 
office who you think ought to be promoted • I 
suppose they cannot be, on account of the number 

to which the different classes are restricted ? 

Precisely ; our office is different from others in 
that respect; -we have had from 12 to 15 years’ 
service. When the officers were taken into the 
service their pay was miserably small ; the fact is, 
they were not paid half what they ought to have 
been. 

1916. I suppose the numbers in each class 
were regulated according to Mr. Anderson’s 
report ? — Yes ; partly on the recommendation of 
the heads of the office. 
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Thursday, 3rd June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 

Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 

Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 

Mr. Herbert. 



Mr. Hunt. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard- Ur quhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. Henry Duffy, called in ; and further Examined. 



1917. Chairman.'] I think you were asked 
whether you were consulted in forming the office 
into classification ? — I was not asked that ques- 
tion. I was not consulted. I was asked if Mr. 
Anderson consulted the heads of the department; 
and I said I supposed he did. 

1918. Are you aware that this change led to 
an increased expense on the counties ? — Of 
course it must have increased the expense ; the 
higher rates of salary increased it. 

1919. Have you been in Dublin since you 
were examined here ? — Yes. 

1920. Did you hear any statements that I had 
left some papers out here, which some members 
of the Committee put up and sent to the Dublin 
Valuation Office? — No ; there was a report that 
the O’Conor Don handed in a paper, that paper 
in reference to the extra work. 

1921. I refer to communications addressed to 
me ; and was it stated that, for the purpose of 
preventing people giving evidence, any person 
in the office who was found in communication 
with me or on pension would be removed, or his 
pension stopped ? — I never heard such a thing ; 

I do not believe there was any such report; if 
there was, I must have heard it. 

1922. It came tome from two quarters?— I 
am aware that many things go to you that are 
not facts. 



1923. The O' Conor Don.] What do you say 
about the paper I handed in? — You handed in 
a letter written by Mr. Greene, I think in 1861, 
a kind of complaint that he made against Mr. 
Irwin and me for showing favour to some par- 
ties in the office. He stated in that letter that 
it had been represented to him that we gave the 
greater portion of the extra work to our relations 
and friends. I never had a relation in the Valu- 
ation Office. 

1924. What did you hear about that? — That 
you handed in the letter. 



1925. It was merely from what appeared in 
the public papers, I suppose ? — It was reported 
that those papers were given to you and handed 
m, and that you must have got that paper, it 
was supposed, from some one in the office, from 
one of the first-class assistants, because nobody 
else had the opportunity of getting it except by 
stealth. The letter was merely sent to me, and 
the first-class assistants; we took a copy of it, 
and replied to it. 

0.57. 



1926. Chairman.] Do you mean to say there 
were no copies printed ? — It was a manuscript 
letter, sent through the office by the Superin- 
tendent of Valuation ; it was sent to be read in 
each division. Nobody could take a copy of it 
except a first-class assistant ; consequently it was 
supposed that it was one of the first-class assist- 
ants who had sent it to The O’Conor Don. 

1927. Was there not a printed copy? — No, 
I never heard about a printed copy. 

1928. What has Sir Richard Griffith to do in 
the Valuation Office now that he has resigned 
the commissionership ? — He is still connected 
with the department, I think, in connection with 
the Boundary Survey. 

1929. Is not that done with yet ? — It goes on, 
occasionally. 

1930. It has been kept up for the last 30 
years ? — The Commissioner of Valuation still 
calls at the office occasionally, and Mr. Greene 
consults him. 

1 931. You have had a good deal of experience 
in the office ; do you consider that a person who 
has not valued either houses or lands, and does 
not know how to value them, is fit to be at the 
head of an office of that kind ? — If he does not 
know' how to value them, I should say he would 
not be fit to direct the field portion of the work, 
because occasionally, of course, he should go to 
the field to see that they were doing their work 
properly, or at least understand how the field 
worn: was going on. 

1932. Are you aware that there has been any 
communication between the Treasury and the 
tenement valuators for the purpose of raising the 
valuation ? — I am not aware of that ; I hear<f that 
there was some intention of passing a new Bill. 

I heard Mr. Greene’s evidence on the last occa- 
sion in relation to the proposed Bill. 

1933. Is the proposal, to raise the valuation of 
Ireland under the tenement valuation from 
12,374,000 L to 1 6,000,000 1. ? — Yes, I have heard 
that, and I think it ought to be done. 

1934. Was it ever reduced when the famine 
took place, when it was stated that the valuation 
of Ireland was not above nine millions ? — It was 
reduced. Dublin, Limerick, Cork, Kerry, and 
Tipperary ; all the southern and western coun- 
ties were going on for a certain time under the 
Act 9 & 10 Viet. c. 110. That Act involved 
two principles of valuation. All the tenements 
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were to be valued according to the fair yearly 
letting value ; land and houses ; but there was 
a scale of prices iu the Act lor the townlaud 
valuation; so that the two valuations were to 
go ou together under that Act with regard to 
these counties, and it was going on until about 
1850 or 1851. In consequence of the famine 
years between 1846 and 1850 it was found that 
the valuations made under that Act were so 
high that the public were quite dissatisfied, 
and it was impossible to maintain the valuation 
upon that scale against public opinion, and 
also that there would be difficulty in reducing 
the tenement valuation to the relative or town- 
land valuation scale. The consequence was, that 
iu [1851 or 1852 market notes were made in 
39 or 49 towns. I assisted in averaging the 
rates that were collected at that time. A certain 
scale of prices was made out from these market 
notes, and they were introduced into the Act 
15 & 16 Viet. c. 63, and the counties that were 
artlv valued before under other systems had to 
e gone over again. Dublin had to be re-valued 
by check valuators. I superintended Limerick ; 
the valuation there had to be all examined and 
gone over under the 15 & 16 Yict. c. 63 ; the 
scale of prices was not much lower ; it was lower 
on the poor tillage lands, and somewhat higher on 
the grass lands, the butter-producing lands and 
the beef-producing lands ; but on the whole it was 
not very different from the townlaud valuation 
scale of prices; but then the valuation of the 
counties valued under this Act, during the famine 
years and recently, was much lower, not entirely 
because the prices wei-e lower, but because the 
taxes at that time were a great deal higher, and 
because the valuators coxxld not maintain their 
valuations on the old scale, public opinion being 
so much against it. The great reason of all is, 
that the soil seemed to lose its producing pro- 
perties at that time. It did not give the usual 
yield ; they did not get fi-om it more than one- 
half or two-thirds of the produce. Although 
Roscommon was not published till a much later 
period, still the valuators who valued the three 
provinces upon that scale had the reduced scale 
so much in their head that they said, even when 
the times got better, “ If we raise Roscommon we 
will make it irrelative with what has been done 
before.” They were consequently obliged to 
keep nearly to the same level until they finished 
the southern counties. It was only then that 
the Commissioner of Valuation insisted that they 
should value the land according to the increased 
agricultural produce. The country had settled 
down, and he saw it was high time to commence 
on a higher scale and make them value accord- 
ing to the full average produce of the soil. Con- 
sequently the valuation of the northern counties 
is up to the letting value, or within about 2 s. in 
the pound. 

1935. You stated that you thought it was 
proper to make this addition to the valuation? — 
Yes, for the reasons I have now stated. 

1936. Do you mean to take it in the way 
shadowed out by Sir Richard Griffith and 
Mr. Greene, putting 5 s. in the pound on those 
counties? — Some of them would not bear 5s. and 
some would bear more. Limerick would bear a 
great deal more. For instance, the “Golden 
Vale ” of Limerick would bear 10 s. in the pound, 
and there are portions of Roscommon that would 
bear 6 s. 8d . ; for instance, the lands about Tulsk, 
Elphin, and the Plains of Boyle. 



1937. These are gi-ass lands? — Yes. 

1938. Which it has been admitted on all hands 
are too low ? — Yes. There is some small portion 
of Roscommon that would not bear 5 s. in the 
pound; for instance, towards Ballaghaderreen, 
and in north, towards the Curlew Mountains, I 
should think that the greater portion would bear 
an average of 4 s. in the pound. Mi-. Gi-eene, I 
am aware, stated 5 s. in the pound. He may be 
right; I have not considered the thing minutely. 
Since I have heard him, I have just thought the 
matter over, and my own opinion is that Ros- 
common would bear, upon the whole, at least 
4 s. 

1939. What do you say of that portion beyond 
Ballin Lough ; would that bear any addition ?— 
I think it would, but I have not gone into the 
matter sufficiently to be able to answer the ques- 
tion. 

1940. The O' Conor Don ] Do you know that 
part of the country ? — Not very well ; I do not 
know the country well, except from looking over 
the books, making the applotments of land, and 
seeing the rents of the lands. 

1941. Chairman.} With regard to the valua- 
tion being required, your opinion, I presume, is, 
that it is a sound, good, uniform valuation that 
is still needed for Ireland? — Yes. 

1942. And any attempt to add a per-centage 
would be very likely to perpetuate any errors 
that may exist in the present system, and would 
not be advisable? — A relative per-centage on 
any one county would not be advisable ; but we 
could aid very much in carrying on a valuation, 
because we know how much the valuation was 
reduced from time to time. It would not be so 
expensive to make a re-valuation of those coun- 
ties, or anything near it, as it would to make a 
valuation from the beginning. 

1943. Colonel Forde .] In fact, you have an 
idea from the annual valuations going on each 
year ? — Yes; many of the revising surveyors are 
valuators, and have a knowledge of land. 

1944. The O' Conor Don.} You stated, on the 
last occasion, that you had been 31 years in the 
valuation service? — In the Valuation Depart- 
ment ; I meant to say the Boundary Survey and 
the Valuation ; I was three years on the boundary 
survey previous to going into the Valuation 
Office. 

1945. Was tli e boundary survey the same de- 
partment as the valuation service? — Yes, they 
are one department. 

1946. Was it so at that time? — I think it was 
not ; but they were conducted by the same Com- 
missioner. 

2947. The boundary sui-vey was a different 
department? — Yes ; it was paid out of the Con- 
solidated Funds of the kingdom. The valuation 
was paid by presentment, by the county cess. 

1948. In what capacity were you when yoo 

first entered the valuation service? — I was a 
boundary surveyoir, and I joined the service as a 
draughtsman because there was no necessity for 
a surveyor on the valuation at the time. I was 
too young to join as a valuator ; I should not be 
allowed to go to the field, being too young at the 
time. . ( _ j; 

1949. Your experience in the Valuation Office 
has been almost entirely as a draughtsman and 
not as a valuator ?— Not as a valuator; but 1 
have been sent out to value in towns, to check 
surveys and valuati&ns made by other officers. 

1950. You have been employed as a check 
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valuator ? — As a surveyor and valuer of houses 
in towns and town gardens where the survey 
was complicated, and the previous surveyor’s 
work was unsatisfactory. I had to go through 
nearly all the small towns in Dublin for that 
purpose. 

1951. You have been divisional superinten- 
dent since 1850? — Yes. 

1952. As a divisional superintendent you have 
direct control over all the officers in your divi- 
sion ? — I have, under the general direction of the 
commissioner. 

1953. All orders to them pass through you; 
you are, in fact, responsible ? — Nearly all orders 
in connection with their duties, but I dare say 
many orders do pass direct from the Commis- 
sioner without coming to me. 

1954. Then the Commissioner does deal with 
the subordinates irrespective of you ? — He does. 
I cannot communicate with them except through 
him, but he can communicate with them without 
communicating through me. 

1955. You cannot communicate with them? — 
Not officially, except through the chief clerk, or 
the Commissioner, or the superintendent. He 
can communicate directly with them without 
communicating through me, but he generally 
communicates through me. I will not under- 
take to say that he never does otherwise. 

1956. You were a divisional superintendent 
whilst the tenement valuation was goin<r on ? — 
Yes, since 1850. The tenement valuation of 
Dublin and Limerick was going on before then ; 
that of Dublin was nearly completed, but it had 
to be gone over again. 

1957. During the time you were divisional 
superintendent, the tenement valuation was going 
on in Ireland ? — Yes, up to the time of its com- 
pletion, and then there was the revision. 

1958. Had you nothing to say to the superin- 
tendence of the tenement valuation ? — No, nothin®'. 

I only acted under the orders of the Commissioner 
or his superintendent. The Commissioner of Va- 
luation conducts the business of the valuation ; I 
have only to act under his orders. 

1959. I understand you are yourself a super- 
intendent? — Yes. 

1960. You look over the work of others, and 
see that they do that work properly ?— Yes. 

1961. And you give them orders and directions 
as to what they are to do?— Yes, and I keep 
notes of the time that they commence and finish 
work. 

1962. That is your duty at present with respect 
to the annual revision ? — Yes. 

1963. Had you any duties in connection with 
the valuation of a similar sort?— I had the work- 
ing up of the valuators’ notes, and the cal- 
culations of their books, to see that they were 
properly calculated, and the surveyors’ notes, and 
the comparison of these ; in fact, the general 
working of the business from the beginning 
ironi the time the valuation was commenced, up 
to the time of its publication, and afterwards 
during the time of appeals. I had to superintend 
all the office work, and of course knew how the 
held work was going on. I also compared the 
cheek valuations with the other valuations, and 
during the early part of the tenement valuation, 
when we were valuing under the 9 & 10 Viet. 
c. 1 10, I made out the rent-books and consulted 
me superintendent and Commissioner about the 
pCT-jentages to come off the different valuators’ 
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1964. What I want to know is, whether your 
duties in connection with the valuation (not the 
revision) were of a trivial character; I mean 
such as seeing that the copying was rightly carried 
out or preparing for the press ; or whether you 
had to superintend the actual work done by the 
valuator, and compare it and see that it was 
properly done? — 1 had to compare the check 
valuations with the others, and I had to put the 
per-centage for local circumstances on the maps 
as a general direction for them, and in the margin 
of their books, and they afterwards corrected 
them. 

1965. Then vour duties at that time were con- 
siderable ? — They were ; in fact, I generally 
assisted the superintendent in superintending the 
carrying out of the work and preparing it for 
the press. 

1966. The valuators did not carry on their 
work quite separate from you without any com- 
munication from you ? — They had to adopt our 
per-centages, and after the scale Avas settled and 
their valuation made, they were consulted, and 
sometimes they altered their usual scale a shilling 
in the pound or so. For instance, after the check 
valuation of the Avork of a certain valuator was 
compared, if I found that 5 s. in the pound ought 
to come off instead of 4 s., his usual scale, then 
the general superintendent and myself, after 
consulting, applied to the valuator, and he often 
consented to take off what Ave proposed, or 
perhaps if there Avas a difference of 2 s., he mi°ht 
make it a shilling less; but he had the final 
settlement of his OAvn work. He could not be 
forced to take off or put on anything that he 
could not admit, otherwise you could not hold 
him responsible for the accuracy of the valua- 
tion. 

1967. You do not agree with Mr. Greene when 
he told us that the divisional superintendents had 
nothing to say to the works of the valuators ? — 
We had nothing to say to the valuing in the field ; 
that is what he meant. 

1 968. _ You do not agree with him when he said 
that their duties were confined simply to trivial 
matters, such as superintending the copying and 
preparing for the press?— We had to calculate 
the field prices. We had to calculate the areas 
from the maps, and enter them into the valuation 
books. The books came to us Avitli merely the 
price per acre marked, without the area. We 
calculated the area and put it in. Then Ave had 
to calculate those areas at the prices, and then we 
had to regulate the per-centages for local circum- 
stances. We had to compare the original with 
the check valuations, and lay the result before the 
superintendent and the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion; then they determined as to AA'hat ought to be 
that valuator’s scale. They consulted him, and he 
either adopted their suggestions or modified them. 
He Avas accountable for his own A-aluations when 
they were published. 

1969. It was you who made these deductions 
for local circumstances ? — We did not make the 
deductions, but we put them on the margin of 
the books, and they were approved of by the 
valuators. 

. 1970. What do you mean when you say you 
did not make them, but put them on the margin? 
— We entered them in the margin. 

1971. Where did you get them from to enter 
thBm ’-Vicinity to towns for instance, that 
would be one of the local circumstances. Climate 
is another, and elevation above the sea. 

K 1972. I am 
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1972. I am aware tliat there are a great many 
circumstances that are called local circumstances, 
and that they were to be taken into consideration, 
but what I want to know is, whether those local 
circumstances were calculated by you in the office, 
and taken into consideration by you, or whether 
they were considered by the valuator when he 
was making the valuation in the field '—The 
valuator may have considered them in the field, 
but we always entered those things in the office 
in the margin of the book. Then the valuator 
<rot his valuation book ; saw his field prices cal- 
culated, which he had not an opportunity of seeing 
before ; saw the amount of the calculation, and 
then revised the per-centages. He finally settled 
them, and we re-calculated the books. 

1973. He never entered in the field book 
his alterations in the valuation on account of 
local circumstances in the first instance ? 
That was done in the office, except in the case 
of check valuators, who sometimes did it them- 
selves. 

1974. In the form which the valuators received 
there was a column for the price per acre, with 
deductions for local circumstances? — Yes. 

1975. The valuators never entered the price 
in that column, I understand ? — No, not in the 
first instance, except the check valuators. The 
valuator should always keep his field prices dis- 
tinct, giving us nothing but the field prices in the 
first column. 

1976. You tell us that these deductions or 
additions, on account of local circumstances, were 
calculated and made out in Dublin ; did the 
office in Dublin receive any information from 
the local valuator which would enable them to 
know what his opinion was regarding those local 
circumstances? — They did; they wrote general 
descriptions of each townland in the first pages 
of the books, and at the foot they wrote par- 
ticular descriptions of the townland. Besides 
that, we had maps to refer to. W e went according 
to the instructions given, which you will find in 
the instruction books. 

1977. The instruction book clearly lays down 
that the valuator in the country is to consider 
these local cix-cumstances ? — So he does. W hen 
we mark them we do not calculate them; we 
merely put them on the margins of the books. 
Then the valuator looks over his work again 
after he sees the first price is calculated. The 
valuator does not calculate or know what a farm 
comes to when he puts the field prices on ; he 
merely puts on the prices per acre. W e calcu- 
late in the office the area, and enter that area 
into the field book, and we get it calculated at 
his field price. Then, I consider the per-cen- 
tages, and mark them in the margin ; and then 
send back the books to the valuator, and he finally 
settles them. 

1978. These per-centages are made out in the 
office, and are not entered by the valuator at all ? 
— They are not entered until his field prices are 
first calculated. 

1979. His field prices then are not made to 
accord with local circumstances ? — They are not. 

1980. And when the book goes back to him 
for correction he has to consider these deductions 
which have been arrived at by calculations made 
in the office ? — He has to consider them, to ap- 
prove of them, or alter them. He can alter them 
if he pleases. 

1981. He does not himself take into considera- 
tion what deductions in his opinion should be 



made for local circumstances? — Of course he 
does ; when he gets his book he has to examine 
and see that these per-centages agree with his 
views ; he can alter them if they do not. 

1982. His duty then is to alter, if he thinks 
right, those deductions which are primarily made 
in°the office? — Certainly; if there is any great 
difference in his alteration, it would be our duty 
to point it out to the superintendent or the Com- 
missioner. I am now speaking merely with re- 
gard to my own district. 

1983. I presume there is the same system in 
all ? — I presume it is the same. 

1984. In your own district you have told us 
the valuators, in the first instance, never enter 
anything in the column which is headed “ Valua- 
tion with local circumstances considered,” or 
something of that sort ? — That is my recollec- 
tion ; that is to say, in the first instance he did 
not. 

1985. But that he did enter the prices in the 
other column for land in ordinary situations?— 
Yes, that is so, and I may observe that if he did 
otherwise, if he mixed up his per-centages with 
the field prices, and put them in the first column, 
that would not be acting according to his instruc- 
tions. The field prices should be relative, not 
taking anything into account but the value of 
the soil under ordinary circumstances, and if 
he entered anything else in that column, he would 
be doing wrong. 

1986. If he entered anything in the other 
column at the first period, he would be doing 
wrong also? — He did not do it. 

1987. As a matter of fact, you say valuators 
did not do it ?— They did not do it; it was not 
in their orders to do it, and they would be better 
judges after they saw the field valuation calcu- 
lated and the amount that each farm would come 
to, of the local circumstances in relation to each 
farm. Of course every man has a kind of opinion 
of his own of what ought to be the value of a 
farm, and the valuators would like to see the 
amounts calculated. The evidence I have been 
giving with reference to the per-centage rates, 
refers to the counties not previously valued under 
Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 84. 

1988. What was it that the valuators received 
when thev were sent down to value a particular 
district ; 1 understand they received an Ordnance 
map ; had that map any boundaries marked on 
it, or was it a blank map ? — They received the 
tenement surveyor’s map. A surveyor went 
before them to mark the boundaries and collect 
all the information. That map was given to the 
valuator. 

1989. There were two sets of persons em- 
ployed then in making the valuation, the sur- 
veyors first, and the valuators afterwards? — 
Yes; but the valuator sometimes did his own 
surveying work. 

1990. The valuator, as a general rule, received 
an Ordnance map with the old townland valuar 
tion boundaries upon it ? — He did, and the tene- 
ment boundaries also. 

1991. Will you tell the Committee what was 
entered in the book that the valuators received ? 
— The tenement surveyor, when he went out, 
apploted the townland valuation, and brought 
out the prices per acre of each particular por 
tion of the townland ; and it was his duty tQ 
show where the deductions were. The valuator 
had all that before him when he went out. 
Then, he was empowered to alter any of these 
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prices so as to bring the valuation to the Act 
prices, set forth in 15 & 16 Viet. c. 63. 

1992. Then what the valuator received was 
not a blank book and a map with nothing on it, 
but the Ordnance lines ? — Not in those particular 
counties where the townland was apploted. 

1993. That is in all the counties in Ireland 
except six? — Yes, I think except six. I am 
speaking with regard to my own division, but not 
of Limerick. 

1994. That is one of the six ? — Yes. 

1995. We have it in evidence that there were 
only six counties that were not valued under 
the townland valuation ? — I can speak only with 
regard to the counties that I did myself ; Louth, 
■VI eath, and Leitrim, for instance. The townland 
valuation in those counties was apploted in the 
first instance ; and it was done under the system 
I refer to. 

1996. With respect to those counties with 
which you are acquainted, it is not the fact that 
the valuators received clean maps and blank 
books '< — Not the tenement valuators. 

1997. That is not the fact? — Not in those 
counties. 

1998. Therefore, when we were informed the 
other day that the tenement valuators were 
given clean maps and blank books that was a 
mis-statement? — That has reference, I should 
say, to the check valuators, not to the first valua- 
tors. There were a great many counties, I now 
recollect, where they did not make use of the 
townland valuation except to look at the total. 
With regard to those counties, I think Mr. 
Greene’s evidence was right. In the three 
counties that I did, I have made use of it 

1999. Therefore if a different system was 
adopted in other counties, the statement that has 
been made that the same system was carried on 
throughout all Ireland is not correct? — Even- 
tually, they reduce the valuation to the same 
scale. 

2000. But the system was not the same ? — In 
minor particulars I daresay it was not the same, 
but there was not any material difference. 

2001. Have you one of the tenement books 
with you? — I have none of the original field 
books ; I have the books that you called for with 
the applotments; these are the books that the 
valuators put their prices in. 

2002. I want the book which the tenement 
valuator had when he was sent down to value any 
particular district? — Here is the tenement book 
of the parish of Kilkeevin, which comprises the 
electoral divisions of Castlereagh and Gloonfower 
(; producing the same). 

2003. You say this book is the book which the 
tenement valuator received when he was sent 
down to value these electoral divisions? — Yes, it 
is Mr. Gaffney’s book. 

2004. How much of what is written in the 
book now was written when the valuator received 
it; were the names of the occupiers in it? — 
Yes. 

2005. The immediate lessors? — Yes; it was 
the surveyor’s work to put in all these. 

2006. Was the description of the tenement 
there ? — Yes. 

2007 . The area was not ? — The area was not 
entered. 

2008. All these things are putin at the office ? 
— All these areas are put in at the office. 

2009. Mr. Ayrton.'] What is the date of the 
book? — September 1855. 
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2010. The O’Conor Don.] The value per sta- 
tute acre was not entered? — No. 

2011. Was the net annual value entered? — 
No. 

2012. Was there any entry in the column for 
rent? — Yes; wherever the surveyor who went 
about to mark the boundary collected the rent, 
he entered it in the margin. When he was 
making his inquiries as to the boundaries of the 
farm and measuring the house, he generally 
asked, “ What is the rent?” “ How many acres 
do you hold ?” and so on, in order that he might 
test by the area, when it was calculated, whether 
there was any mistake in the boundary. 

2013. He never entered the townland valua- 
tion? — He did sometimes; I think he always 
entered it in the margin of the book. 

2014. These things were in the book when the 
valuator received it ? — I think so ; I am not posi- 
tive. In the county of Roscommon the field 
work was in progress when I got it. 

2015. In the counties with which you are ac- 
quainted it was the habit to enter the applotment 
of the townland valuation? — Yes. 

2016. Therefore the valuator, when he com- 
menced his work, had this townland valuation 
before him, and he had the rent, as entered by the 
surveyor? — Not in every case ; in some instances. 

2017. It was a direction to the surveyor to 
ascertain what the rents were ? — I do not know 
whether they were directed to do it ; they gene- 
rally did it, at all events ; they commenced under 
the 9 & 10 Viet. c. 110. The valuators were 
bound by that Act to value according to the fair 
letting rent. The surveyors then commenced to 
collect the rents, and I believe they continued to 
do so more as a habit than by instruction. 

2018. In most cases, as a matter of fact, they 
had these rents before them?— In many cases. 

2019. Therefore it would not be correct to tell 
the Committee that the valuators had not got the 
townland valuation, and that they made no refer- 
ence whatever to the rents? — I do not know 
whether they made any reference or not. The 
rents were sometimes in the book, and in many 
cases not ; but I know it was their instruction 
not to settle the valuations according to the rent, 
and not to be influenced by them. 

2020. Why Avere the rents to be furnished if 
they were not to be influenced by them ? — They 
happened to be in the book ; they commenced in 
1844, before the tenement valuation com- 
menced. 

2021. These books were made out subse- 
quently ? — They continued to make them out in 
the same way even after the 15 & 16 Viet, 
passed. 

2022. They continued to enter in their books 
the rents, as far as they could be ascertained ? — 
Yes; the surveyors entered them wherever they 
found them. 

2023. They were expressly directed not to 
regard them, yet they would put them in the 
books ?— I know they were directed not to mind 
them in making their valuations; that is the 
valuator’s work. 

2024. Did the valuator draw any lines upon 
fhe maps given to him, to divide the tenements 
into distinctive qualities of land? — They did in 
some cases. 

2025. Where there were not surveyors? 

Where they thought it was necessary, where 
there were not surveyors. 

2026. Where there were surveyors preceding 

K ^ them 
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Mr. them they did divide the tenements into lots, ac- 
H. Duffy- cording to the qualities of the soil ? — They did. 

2027 . In the ■counties where the townland valii- 

3 <J nnc 1 86g. ation existed before? — Where they considered it 
necessary ; but they had the lines on the maps 
already. In some cases they had the subdi- 
visions of the townland valuation on the maps. 
To save expense these maps were sent out ; these 
maps were given to the tenement surveyors, to 
save the expense of a new set, and they marked 
the boundaries on them. Then the same maps 
were given to the valuators, except that the 
check valuators generally had clean maps, with 
the tenement boundaries on them, and they di- 
vided the lots in their own way. 

2028. I am not speaking of the check valuators, 
but of the primary valuators ; did these primary 
valuators, as a general rule, divide the tenements 
into particular lots, according to the quality of 
the land? — They were already divided according 
to the quality of the land by the townland va- 
luators, and those lines were on the map. 

2029. Wherever the “ townland-qusuity-lots ” 
happened to intersect a tenement ? — Yes. That is 
everywhere, in fact; the “ townland-quality-lots ” 
almost always intersect a tenement. 

2030. But the only division, as a general rule, 
of tenements under the tenement valuation is the 
division of the land which was made at the time 
the townland valuation was carried on ? — As a 
general rule, in those counties, if they found these 
divisions were not necessary, they in some in- 
stances drew lines themselves. 

2031. Do you know many instances of that? — 
There are not many instances, because the town- 
land valuators divide according to the different 
qualities of the soil; consequently, they must 
have been nearly the same. 

2032. Could you give me one instance in which 
they thought it necessary to do that? — I could 
not point to a particular instance, but I know 
there were instances. For instance, there were 
some cases where lands were reclaimed and much 
improved. 

2033. The instances are very exceptional ? — 
Very exceptional. It is only where material 
changes take place in the value of the land since 
the townland valuation was made. 

2034. The annual revision is now the only 
work being carried on in the office ? — That is all 
in connection with the valuation. 

2035. The annual revision, as we have been 
informed, is carried on partly in the country and 
partly in the office ? — Yes. 

2036. There are printed instructions, I believe, 
for the revisors who are sent out to carry on this 
annu al revision ? — Y es. 

2037. Have yon a copy of them ? — The late 
instructions ? 

2038. Are there different instructions? — Yes, 
there were different instructions from time to 
time, I believe. 

2039. Mr. Greene stated in his evidence that 
there were particular instructions given to the 
re visors before they went out? — Yes; here are 
circular to the clerks of unions and revising sur- 
veyors ( producing the same). 

2040. I see it is stated in these instructions, 
that “ where a re-applotment of the valuation of 
land becomes necessary, in consequence of sub- 
subdivision, striping, &c., the revising officer will 
mark on the Ordnance maps the new boundaries, 
and transmit the maps or outline tracings to the 
office, where the areas will be computed, and the 



applotment of the valuation made according to 
the different qualities of the soil : ” that, I un- 
derstand, is the course of proceeding adopted 
with respect to the annual revision ? — That was 
pursued for years ; but they altered that in some 
way in the office; in fact, they were always 
checked in the office until about 1865 or 1866; 
but the revisors in the field have become 
acquainted with the value of the land ; and when 
they have had extensive stripings, we have gene- 
rally sent the documents to them, and allowed 
them to make the applotment. 

2041. We were informed last year by Mr. 
Greene, that the valuators were not permitted to 
make any alteration at all in the country, and 
that the whole of their duty consisted in marking 
upon the map the boundary of any farms which 
had been subdivided ; is that the fact or not ? — 
He was under the impression that that was the 
case ; but it was not so in later years. "When he 
came home he inquired into the matter, and it 
was found that the original instructions were 
deviated from, inasmuch as instead of making 
these applotments in the office, we generally sent 
the documents to the field within the last two 
or three years. When he found that was the 
case he issued those instructions. 

2042. The instructions, in fact, were given 
after he gave his evidence ? — Yes ; he made in- 
quiry when he came to the office as to whether 
we were carrying out the instructions as he 
always understood ; and when he found that we 
were not exactly carrying out the instructions as 
he wished, then he issued those. 

2043. What do you mean by saying the in- 
structions he always understood ? — It was always 
understood we were to check the applotments in 
the office, and we did so up to 1865 or 1866. 

2044. Mr. Greene said nothing to us about 
checking the applotments ; he told us the revisors 
were not allowed to make any applotment in the 
country? — The applotments were not to be 
adopted until they were checked. 

2045. They were allowed to make them?— 
Yes; but we were not supposed to go by them 
until we had checked them. 

2046. They were not to be adopted? — The 
abstracts of valuation were not to be made out, 
nor the books finally issued, without checking 
them ; that was the rule. 

2047. But, as a fact, they were allowed to make 
them, and did make them ; the duty in the office 
was merely to check them ? — Yes. 

2048. For this work of checking the valuation 
a considerably larger sum iB charged to the coun- 
ties than the expense of the revisers in the field? 
— No ; one officer would check, I think, the whole 
of my district in about half a year. 

2049. Until December 1868, that is until after 
Mr. Greene’s evidence of last year, there was 
no such instruction as this given to the different 
valuators, to do nothing except to mark on the 
maps these lines ? — I do not know that there are 
any other instructions. It was generally under- 
stood that their applotments were not to be re- 
lied upon, nor followed, because a great many of 
them were merely surveyors. 

2050. You are not answering my question ? — 
I cannot say. 

2051. Have there not been instructions issued 
from time to time to the valuators ; printed in- 
structions ? — I have not seen those instructions 
printed until now. 

2052. Did you see these instructions ( handing 

a paper 
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a paper to the Witness ) ? — I mean, I never saw 
the instructions in relation to the applotments 
that you asked me about. 

2053. These are printed every year, are they 
no t? —Whenever it is considered necessary to 
give new instructions ; but sometimes instruc- 
tions are issued by letter, and, as I told you, 
they are not always issued through me. As far 
as I am aware, it was generally understood that 
the applotments were always to be checked in 
the office. 

2054. But there was no direction whatever, as 
far as you know, to the revisors, until after Mr. 
Greene gave his evidence, not to make applot- 
ments in the country? — I am not aware when 
instructions were issued. I cannot answer nearer 
than that. I did not see them. At the same time 
I know that it was generally understood ; but I 
cannot tell when or where these instructions were 
issued. 

2055. Upon what ground do you say that it 
was generally understood, if there were no such 
instructions ? — Because we had certain parties in 
the office for the purpose of doing that duty. I 
know we did it from the beginning up to 1865 or 
1866. 

2056. As a matter of fact, then, we are to take 
your evidence as this, that the applotments are 
made by the revisors in the country and checked 
in the office ? — That would be my evidence so 
far as my division is concerned. We have often 
altered their revisions. 

2057. I suppose the system adopted in your 
division is the same as in the others ? —I think so. 

2058. Have you in the office books showing 
the exact areas of the different qualities of soil, 
and have you maps showing the boundaries of 
those different qualities of soil ? — W e have, ex- 
cept in cases of very small portions of land, such 
as an acre and a half of very inferior land, of 
waste, or something of that sort, which is not 
shown. 

2059. Never more than an acre and a half? — 
Sometimes the quantity is larger. 

2060. Have you ever had a portion equal to 
half of the entire area ? — I do not remember. 

2061. Do you think such a thing would be 
possible ? — When such a thing is possible, the 
valuator generally puts the prices on the map to 
show wherever that is the case. 

2062. He puts the prices on the original map ? 
— The map that he got when he was putting the 
different prices on the different portions of the 
tenement. 

2063. In pencil? — Yes; that -was his field 
price. 

2064. Was it his duty to enter these prices 
on the map ? — I do not think it was in cases of 
townland valuation ; the tenement surveyors 
always got directions to do it. 

2065. I thought you were speaking of the 
valuators ?-— No ; of the surveyors. I say that the 
surveyors in cases of the tenement valuation put 
down where these deductions were, and they 
were followed by the valuators. 

2066. The surveyors got directions to put 
upon the map where these deductions were ? — 
Yes. 

2067. Such as a pencil mark, or a note at the 
end,, or on one side of the map ? — They generally 
put it, as you will see on the map, in pencil. 

2068. With regard to the maps that you 
showed me in Dublin the other day, the pencil 
marks are entered by the surveyor, and not by 
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the valuator? — I really do not know whether Mr. 
they are entered by the valuator or by the sur- H. Dujfy. 
veyor ; I think by the surveyor in that case. — — 

The prices in the margin of the books were en- 3 dune 1869. 
tered by the surveyor. 

2069. You are explaining that in the office 
there is a facility for knowing where these de- 
ductions, which in many cases are very large, 
exist? — There is a facility, but in some cases 
there is a great difficulty about it. That is the 
reason why I preferred allowing the people in the 
country to applot in the first instance, and to 
put the prices where these deductions were ; 
then we had a better opportunity of checking 
them. 

2070. You think that a man in the country is 
better able to know the valuations of the respec- 
tive portions of a tenement than a person in the 
office who has nothing but the books ? — I think 
within a tenement he has, but it would be neces- 
sary to check the valuation of a divided farm, so 
as to see that the valuator did not, in making the 
applotment, make the quantity or valuation more 
or less than it was before ; he should be checked 
so far ; but within the boundary of a tenement 
I think he has a greater facility, having seen the 
land, especially when we give him the original 
documents, because then he has the benefit of 
both. He has the original documents to guide 
him, and he cannot go outside them. 

2071. Do you always send the original docu- 
ments to him ? — Wherever there is a case of 
extensive “ striping.” 

2072. Not in the case of the subdivision of a 
farm ? — Not in the simple case of a divided farm. 

The valuator would put a price on, and we should 
examine it in the office. 

2073. In the case of the subdivision of a farm, 
as a rule, the revisor makes that subdivision in 
the country, and you consider that he is in a bet- 
ter position to applot that valuation than you 
would be in the office ? — I do. 

2074. And you do not consider, therefore, that 
the whole valuation of Ireland would be rendered 
worthless if this course were adopted, of allowing 
the revisor in the country to applot within a 
tenement ; provided he kept within the value of 
the particular tenement, you consider that he 
might divide that value safely in the country ?— 

I think if he was a trustworthy officer he might, 
but he could not make any great difference or do 
any injustice. I should check him in the office 
by the original valuation, so far as not allow him 
to put more than a pound too much to one farm, 
and too little to the other. It is only in small 
cases that a difference would occur. 

2075. Mr. Greene explained to us, in his 
evidence, that the applotment was always made 
in the office ; that it was never done in the 
country except in certain very peculiar cases, 
where the clerks of unions wanted to get their 
work done quickly, and in these cases he stated 
that the revisor had to apply for permission to 
make the applotment in the country? — They 
applied for the documents; whether that was 
applying for permission, or not, I cannot say. 

They applied to me for the documents, and I sent 
them. 

2076. They never applied to you for permission 
to make applotments in the country ? — They did 
not. 

_ 2077. If the applotments were made exclu- 
sively in the office on account of these deduc- 
tions, in many instances would it not be mere 
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Mr. guesswork, as (you -would not know in what par t 
H. Duffy, of the tenement the deduction existed? — We 

should always come within 10 s. or so, and I do 

3 June 1869.. not think that a man in the country would come 
much nearer. If you divide a farm of 20 or 30 
acres, or even 10, into two or three portions, 
and add those portions to other farms, if you come 
within 10 s. ot the value, a man in the field will 
not come nearer. Two valuators will differ a 
shilling in the pound in making their valuations, 
or two shillings in the pound. 

2078. Suppose a case of a farm of 100 acres, 
composed of three quality lots of the townland 
valuation, and that in those quality lots of the 
townland valuation there were deductions, we 
will say, of 20 acres? — There is never any such 
case. 

207 9. Is there any case in which there is a de- 
duction of 10 acres in one quality lot? — Very 
rarely ; hardly ever. 

2080. What would be the greatest amount of 
deduction made in these quality lots? — Two or 
three acres, I should say, would be the largest 
amount; if it was larger, the valuator ought to 
have divided it into a separate lot. 

2081. What proportion of a quality lot does 
this deduction amount to? — From an acre and a 
half to two acres and a half ; there might be four 
acres. If there were more than five acres, it 
ought to be made a separate lot. 

2082. What proportion have you ever known 
a deduction to form of a quality lot, a fourth or a 
fifth, a half, or what ? — It may be a twentieth or 
tenth. 

2083. You have never known it more? — I 
cannot exactly say ; it may be more than that, 
but then one quality will, perhaps, run through 
three tenements, or, it may be, four or five : so 
that the error would be distributed between 
them. 

2084. Suppose a tenement composed of five 
acres, and that in this tenement there was a de- 
duction of two acres, and that the tenement was 
divided in the course of the annual revision, how 
could you know in the office upon which side of 
the line the two acres lay ? — In many instances 
I should. 

2085. How ? — If it is described in the original 
field-book as reclaimed land (and I see it is 
marked as bog on the valuation map) that would 
be a guide. We can distinguish bog from any- 
thing else, and we can distinguish rocky land on 
the maps. In the valuation books land is often 
described as bog pasture ; then we know that it 
is at the verge of a bog. Then it is stated, so 
many acres of garden, and we should know that 
that was about the house ; so many acres near 
the road, and descriptions of that sort. If we 
could not ascertain, of course we should get the 
valuator to go. 

2086. There are cases in which in the office 
you could not make out these deductions except by 
guesswork ? — Yes, but only very few, and when- 
ever that is the case we should get the valuator 
to value, if we could not decide. 

2087. We have had a return of the names of 
the revisors employed in making the revision of 
1868, with all the details connected with their 
work ; I want to know what is understood by this 
revision of 1868 ? — The revision of 1868 in that 
case means from the 1st January to the 31st 
December, so that November and December of 
1867 are not included, but November and De- 
cember 1 868 are included, so that there are two 



months of a different year’s revision calculated. 
However, since you were in the office we have 
got that correct in the manuscript, but we found 
that the difference was very trifling, and we did 
not consider it worth while to reprint it. 

2088. I should like to have the alterations 
made with a view of comparing the return with 
others '?— Mr. Conroy got instructions to go over 
the matter and strike out these two months in 
the original rough draft. He worked day and 
night to have it ready, and the difference was so 
slight, that Mr. Greene said it was not worth 
while altering it, and he desired that I should 
state so. 

2089. The difference might be considerable 
with respect to the employment of some of these 
gentlemen, might it not, although the total might 
not be different? — I think not. 

2090. The details might be different ; would 
it not be easier to the office to have furnished an 
account of the actual revision of 1868, under- 
standing by that the work which was done for 
that year ? — It would not; the accountant in the 
office has no connection with the carrying out of 
the revisions in that way. When he is called upon 
for the revision of 1868, he furnishes it for the 
year 1868, from the beginning of the year to the 
end. 

2091. Are not the accounts furnished to the 
grand juries from the 1st of November to the 1st 
of May, and from the 1st of May to thefollowing 
November ? — I believe so, but I really do not 
know ; I have nothing to do with the accounts. 

2092. Could not this return have been made 
out from the 1st of November 1867, to the 1st 
of November 1868 ? — It could be made out from 
any time to any time. 

2093. Without any difficulty ? — Without any 
difficulty, except as to time. There is only one 
assistant under the accountant who couid be 
spared, and he has had to take the work home 
at night in order to do it. He tried to do it in 
time for me to-day, but he had not completed it 
when the Commissioner came away. I will furnish 
it if necessary from the 1st of November, the 
same dates as the returns given to the grand 

j ur y- 

2094. You say that the return given to us is 
for the work actually done in the year 1868, 
commencing with the 1st of Jauuary, and ending 
with the 31st December 1868? — Yes, and conse- 
quently including two months of the revision of 
1869 instead of 1868. 

2095. You are quite sure of that? — Yes. 

2096. You have authority for stating it from 
the office ? — 1 have the authority of the accountant 
and the Commissioner. 

2097. Do you know a Mr. W. F. Burke who 
was a revisor ? — I did, very well. 

2098. Is he alive ? — No. 

2099. When did he die ? — Not long since; I 
think some time in 1868. 

2100. You are not quite sure when he died? 
— I am not sure ; I cannot remember, he was not 
in my division Avhen he died ; if he had been, I 
should have a note of his death. 

2101. If he died in 1867 would you be sur- 
prised ? — I should not. 

2102. You do not know ? — I do not. I cannot 
say, except from memory. 

2103. He is in the list of revisors for 1868 ? — • 
He might have died in November or December 
of 1867 or early in 1868. 

2104. You have informed us that this return is 

from. 
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from the 1st of January 1868 to the 31st Decem- 
ber 1868 ? — Yes. 

2105. Consequently, no work clone before the 
1st of January could be included in this? — So I 
think. 

2106. If Mr. Burke, therefore, died in 1867, 
no work done by Mr. Burke would be in this re- 
tnrn ? — I think so. He did not die in my 
division. 

2107. There was a return moved for by me in 
the year 1867 of the number of days that the 
revisors were employed in the revision of the 
county of Roscommon in the year 1866, and I 
find in that return that there is a Mr. Patrick 
Douuelly entered as having been 60 days em- 
ployed in the revision of 1866. At that time the 
county of Roscommon was in your division ? — 
It was. 

2108. I find in looking at the return presented 
the other clay that Mr. Patrick Donnelly was 
dismissed from the office in 1865 ? — That cannot 
be right, if lie was in the revision in 1866. 

2109. One or other of the two returns is 
wrong ? — One or other must be wrong. I have 
a document that will set me right about that. I 
think he died in 1866 : towards the end of that 
year. 

2110. Is he dead? — He was, I meant, discon- 
tinued at that time. He died since. 

2111. If he was dismissed in 1865, lie could 
not have been in the revision in 1866 ? — No. 

2112. Then the return presented of the names 
of the revisors who revised the tenements in Ros- 
common in the year 1866, is a wrong return? — 
The names of the revisors are right, because I had 
something to do with fuvnishing the return, and 
I know I gave the proper names. 

2113. If you will look at the return, you will 
see the name of Patrick J. Donnelly ? — I will 
look at my own return, and I shall be able to say 
the exact time that he was in my division, and 
the time when he left. 

' 2114. It is quite apparent that one or other of 
the two returns is incorrect ? — This return, in 
mv opinion, is the correct one. I think the mis- 
take is as to the date of his dismissal, because there 
are so many people dismissed and taken back 
again ; it is difficult to keep an account of it. 

2115. You stated on the last occasion that you 
were contented with the present office classifica- 
tion, and thought it, on the whole, a fair one, 
except that there were some gentlemen in lower 
departments who might be entitled to be in higher 
ones, only the number was limited ? — I said there 
were five or six in the second class who ought to 
be in the first class, and twice that number in the 
third class who ought to be in the second. 

2116. Were you satisfied with the office 
classification in 1860? — Nobody was satisfied 
with the classification. We were classified ac- 
cording to the rates of pay we had without any 
increase for three years previously. 

2117. Who made that classification ? — I cannot 
f a y- I suppose it was Sir Richard Griffith, the 
late Commissioner. 

2118. Did you object to it at that time? — 
-Everybody objected to it and was dissatisfied 
with it. 

2119. Ch airman. , Was it not generally re- 
ported that it was Mr. Greene who made that 
classification? — Mr. Greene could make no 
classification at the time without Sir Richard 
vj ninth. He might make a suggestion. 

2120. Mr. Hunt.'] Did not Mr. Anderson go 
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over from the Treasury ? — I think it was pre- 
paratory to the revision of the classification in 
1865 that Mr. Anderson went over. 

2121. The O' Conor Don.~\ What the officers 
objected to in 1860 was not that the general 
salaries were too low, but that some men were 
put down that ought not to be put down, and 
others were elevated who ought not to he 
elevated ? — I do not think there was any injus- 
tice doue to anyone- A man might be guilty 
of a slight irregularity, and that may prevent his 
being put into another class. I had an officer in 
my department who is now dead (I do not wish 
to mention his name), who would certainly have 
been placed in the second class if there was room, 
but he was guilty of some irregularities from 
time to time. He was one of the best assistants 
in the office, but he would have been discontinued 
once or twice but for my interference, because I 
knew he was such a good hand ; I interfered in 
his behalf. 

2122. You did not think it an injustice that 
Mr. Irwin had a larger salary than yourself? — 
That occurred accidentally. Mr. Irwin was in 
the field, and he got a higher amount of salary 
while in the field, and was allowed to retain it. 
He was separated from his family when he was 
sent to the field for a time, and was allowed a 
guinea a week in addition. 

2123. You did not consider it an injustice ? — 
I considered it an injustice to myself not to get 
the additional sum, because I considered I de- 
served it as well as he ; at the same time I did 
not grudge his haying it. I daresay whoever 
your informant is, did. 

2124. You stated something at the commence- 
ment of your examination with respect to a 
paper which I handed to Mr. Greene, in which 
certain gentlemen were accused of irregularities 
with respect to the allocation of that extra work 
carried on in 1862, amongst themselves and their 
relatives? — Yes, I wish to make an explanation 
about that paper;, it has been on the tapis so 
often. The different people in my division sent 
to Mi-. Greene after they were informed about 
this, and said that I gave each of them as much 
work as they were able to do. People from other 
divisions also came to my division, and I gave 
them the surplus work. Persons from other 
divisions got from me a considerable amount of 
work. One gentleman, for instance, got 15 l. or 
16 1. worth of work during one month. I gave 
everybody as much as he was able to do. One of 
the assistants in my office happened to be ill for 
nearly a month, and could only do half work-. 
Another was more profitably engaged, and would 
only take this extra work for three nights a week, 
consequently he could not earn as much as the 
others. Others, again, overworked themselves, 
and some would not work at all. These persons 
went forward to Mr. Greene and satisfied him 
that I gave every man as much work as he could 
do. or was willing to do ; and if a man was not 
sufficiently industrious, of course I could not 
help it. 

2125. This was a circular that was issued to 
all the heads of the department? — Yes; but 
Mr. Greene was perfectly satisfied that he had 
been misinformed. 

2126. I suppose he issued another circular to 
correct the false impression ? — No ; it was not 
necessary ; it was well understood how the matter 
arose. Mi-. Greene, in the first instance, ordered 
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me not to give out extra work to the amount of 
more than 10 7.; but -when we found that the work 
was coming to a close we found that we could not 
get through it ; some were not able or willing to 
do more than half work ; it was necessary that it 
should be done, and therefore we issued it to 
any one who would take it. 

2127. This extra copying work, we were in- 
formed by Mr. Greene, may be adopted, if the 
new valuation is approved of ; I want to know 
what check there was on the divisional superin- 
tendents in giving out this copying work, and in 
charging for it ? — There was a book kept in the 
office, with the number of every book given out 
to be copied, and opposite that was written the 
number of lines, with the man’s name, and the 
date he had got it to do, and the date on which 
he gave it in. That book is in the office still, and 
could be inspected. 

2128. The book containing a statement of the 
number of lines ? — The statement of the number 
of lines that every officer did. Mr. Greene ex- 
amined it from time to time, and saw' that the 
work was given out regularly in proper order, 
and as the people gave in their work. 

2129. Did Mr. Greene or the Commissioner 
check the statements entered in this book to see 
that the work urns actually done? — There was 
this check, one man compared the work, and 
another copied it, and their accounts should of 
course agree ; they could not falsify it in any 
way. 

2130. The check was that there were two 
parties engaged, one in comparing and the other 
m copying? — Yes; sometimes there were three 
parties engaged, because the comparison was often 
done by two persons. 

2131. There was no further check than that ; 
there was no overhauling by the heads of the 
department in any way? — No; but we were 
often bound to furnish returns to the Commis- 
sioner of what each party did. 

2132. You never heard that copying work was 
paid for, although never done? — X am sure it was 
not. 

2133. I suppose that you consider the present 
number of divisional superintendents is necessary 
for the work of the office ? — I think so, especially 
as we have no assistants. There is a great por- 
tion of my time, for instance, occupied in taking 
down the dates when the different work com° 
mences and the time it is finished ; and then I 
have often to be making out reports for the Com- 
missioner, and I have to go up and down stairs 
sometimes to rive extracts from the valuation 
hooks ; and I have various other duties, such as 
the examination of documents ; all this takes me 
a great length of time to do. If I had an assistant 
to do the less important portion of my work, I 
could superintend a larger district. 

2134. Did you ever hear that Sir Richard 
Griffith at one time contemplated abolishing 
these first-class assistants?— I am sure he never 
did think of 6uch a thing. 

2135. He never had to find fault with them to 
such an extent that he had to threaten them with 
abolition ?— Those threats were often made to 
make ue stir up and get the people to work hard. 
That was done on several occasions ; I am sure 
it was never intended to do anything of the sort, 
because the system was tried before, and they 
had to appoint us. . The work did not get on 
rapidly until the divisional superintendents were 
appointed. 



2136. How do you mean that it was tried be- 
fore; did they abolish these officers after they were 
once appointed? — No ; I refer to the time before 
we were officially appointed. 

2137. The general valuation of Ireland was 
going on then, and there was a great deal of work 
in the office ; there is nothing going on now but 
an annual revision ? — But we have fewer hands 
to carry it out. We had extra work at that time, 
and a great many hands, and now we have no 
extra work, and we have fewer hands, about one- 
third of the number. 

2138. Do you remember this circular beino- 
issued to the first-class assistants ( handing the 
same to the Witness )? — I do not remember it; at 
least, not in these words. 

2139. You never replied to that? — I really do 
not know. 

2140. You do not remember having done so? 
— I think not ; I do not remember that there 
were any grounds for it. The Report states,— 

“ General Valuation Office, 6, Ely-place, 
“ 4 September 1861. 

“ Memorandum. — In consequence of a re- 
port made to me by Mr. Greene, I have felt it 
my duty to suspend some of the assistants, with 
loss of salary, tor different periods. Although 
these pax-ties must now pay the penalties of their 
misconduct, I do not feel that they alone are the 
only parties responsible, as if the persons in 
charge of the different departments performed 
their duties, the assistants under them could not 
remain for such a length of time away from their 
work, or idle away a large portion of the day.” 
Nobody in my division ever idled away a large 
portion of the day or was away from his work. 
If they were away from the office there was a 
time-keeper to note it, and it would be i-eported 
to Mr. Greene. I do not remember the circular, 
and I know there was no cause for it. “ I there- 
fore regret being obliged to state that I do not 
think a proper supervision is observed on the 
pai"t of the first-class assistants, nor can I be 
persuaded that the pax-ties which I have been 
obliged to suspend would have ventured on such 
an improper course unless with the conviction 
that they would not be detected, or if detected, 
that they would not be reported, thereby showing 
a consciousness on their part that those in charge 
of the work were indifferent to the interests of 
the service. Under these cix-cumstances I have 
to expx-ess my dissatisfaction with the conduct of 
the first-class assistants, and I must add that the 
circumstance now reported has weakened my 
opinion very much as to the utility of their 
position in directing and controlling others, and 
may eventually lead to the abolition of the office 
altogether, or to such a modification of it as will 
ensure a conscientious discharge of duty. 

(signed) “ Richard Griffith, 

“ Comnxissioner of Valuation.” 

2141. You do not remember that? — No. 

2142. And you do not x-emember replying to 
it ? — No ; if I had seen it, I shoxxld certainly 
have replied to it, as I do now. 

2143. Chairman.^ Could we see the time- 
keeper’s book without any difficulty ? — You 
could see the present time-book. I do not know 
whether the fox-mer time-books axe to be had 
now ; I suppose they are. I do not think that 
circular was ever forwarded to me. I have not 
the slightest recollection of it. 

2144. The 
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2144. The O’ Conor Don.] There was a Re- 
turn moved for by me in the year 1866, contain- 
ing the number of the tenements revised in the 
countv of Roscommon in that year, making up 
a total of 3,333, composed of these different items : 
change of occupancy, 2,040 ; changes of area 
of valuation, 740 ; number of houses down, 163 ; 
and so on ; were all these distinct and separate 
changes ? — I have a return here that I made out 
with regard to the county of Roscommon, show- 
ing tlic areas striped in 1859 and 1869, and the 
number of changes made in the three last re- 
visions. 

2145. What is the total number of the 
changes ? — 2,525. 

2146. I want to know of what those changes 
consist ; what component parts make them up ? 
— Change of occupancy is a change of name ; a 
change of lessor is a change of name ; a house 
struck out is a change: a house inserted is a 
change ; a portion of a house added to another is 
a change ; a portion of a farm added to another is 
a change. 

2147. Suppose there was a srnail cottage valued 
at 5 s. a year ; that would appear in the poor-law 
books under the head of " Occupier, immediate 
lessor, tenement, description and value”? — Yes. 

2148. Su pposing this cottage were thrown down, 
how many changes would you say had taken 
place ? — There would be one line drawn through ; 
one change. 

2149. You would not enter the separate 
changes iu each column ? — No : I gave directions 
to the surveyor who made the changes to. count 
that as only one change. 

2150. Suppose there was a piece of land 
divided and a portion added to another man’s 
farm, would that constitute one change, or two ? 
— If you take from one man and add to another, 
I should call that two changes ; both areas have 
to be corrected, and both valued. 

2151. Would not the process carried on be 
this : that in lot 3 the new man’s name would 
be entered? — No, there would be no name 
changed. It would only be a portion of a farm 
taken away and given to another. The only dif- 
ference would be that the new boundary would 
have to be marked between them. The area of 
the portion deducted from one and added to 
another would have to be calculated, and the 
land valued, and both farms would be changed 
in value and area. There wouM be two changes. 

2152. Although it would not be a division, but 
a simple addition ? — You must ascertain the area 
and the value, and, deducting it from one, you 
must add it to the other. 

2153. Suppose a whole farm were added; sup- 
pose, for instance, No. 1, Richard Hart, and 
No. 2, Patrick Flanagan ; suppose Flanagan’s 
holding was added to Hart’s, would there be 
more than one change there ? — That would only 
be one change ; but when you take a portion of 
one. and add it to another, you mark a new boun- 
dary on the map, change the area of both, and 
there must be a correction in both instances. 

2154. You say that the revisors were directed 
to regard this as one change? — My directions 
were such, and I believe they carried them out. 
Of course these returns were hurriedly made out. 
"We did not get two persons to go over them, but 
I believe they are accurate. 

2155. Do you know anything about the re- 
valuation in the county of Dublin ; under whose 
superintendence it was carried on? — No, I do 

0.57. 



not; that county was transferred from me, I Mr. 
think, in 1855. H. Duffr}. 

2156. Was it done by the same department , 

that carries on the annual revision in the county 3 J unR ' 8 
of Dublin? — I should say so, because there is no 

other department. It was not under the super- 
intendence of the party who was carrying on the 
valuation of the city of Dublin ; I think it was 
merely carried on under the superintendence of 
the Commissioner himself. Nobody else had 
anything to do with it, except him and the 
valuer. 

2157. You are speaking of the annual revi- 
sion ? — The annual revision. 1 believe the party 
who made this re-valuation carried on the annual 
revision at the same time. However, the fact is, 

I do not know anything about it. I did not even 
know that the valuation of Dublin was made un- 
til I heard it in Mr. Greene’s evidence. 

2158. You are aware there was no authority 
to make it? — There was no Act of Parliament 
for it. Whether there was any authority from 
the Treasury I cannot say. 

2159. Have you the map corresponding with 
that book ? — I have two maps 

2160. Is the revised tenement No. 6 on one 
of them ? — It is partly on one sheet, and partly 
on the other. 

2161. Supposing that tenement were divided, 
as it has been as a matter of fact, how could you 
apportion in the office the different valuations of 
the different portions from this book, and from 
that map? — In the margin of the book I see 
that a portion of lot 1 is 3 d. au acre. 

2162. You do not know what portion that is ; 
is there anything on the map to show what por- 
tion is 3 d., and what portion is any other price ? 

— The whole portion of lot 1, having a boundary, 
is 3 d., except one acre which is marked 3 s. That 
is the only acre I could not find out exactly, 
unless the price was on the map, which I find is 
not, in this case, because the valuator used letters 
instead of figures. He had private letters of his 
own. I could apply to the valuator for the mean- 
ing of his letters. He has put different letters 
on the maps. In other cases the valuator has used 
figures. 

2163. I thought you said that the surveyor 
put in the figures and not the valuator ? — The sur- 
veyor put in the applotmont. 

2164. I want to understand whether these 
figures were put on by the surveyors or by the 
valuators ? — These figures were put on by the 
surveyors in the first instance, and they were 
altered afterwards occasionally by the valuators; 

In this case, for instance ; what is shown in the- 
book does not signify that it is a part of a lot 1, 
undefined by a boundary on tbe map, which is 
valued at 3 d. an acre ; but that a lot defined by 
a boundary, and designated “ part of lot 1,” is 
valued at 3 d. an acre, and that the lot so deline- 
ated includes also one acre only at 3 s. This “ part 
of lot 1” might be 15 acres at 3 d., or 20 acres. 

The other lot at 3 d. (pointed out) is bog, which is 
shaded on the map. 

2165. That was mid unreclaimed bog at 
the time the Ordnance survey was made ? — 

Yes. 

2166. But this acre is probably a reclaimed 
acre of bog, but not very valuable ? — It could 
not be a reclaimed acre of bog. If it were, tho 
valuator would have marked it with a pencil line 
upon the map. He would have drawn a line, 
wherever an acre was reclaimed,' in that way. 

L +- 2167. 'That 
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Mr. 2167. That reclaimed acre would be reclaimed 

JS. Duffy- before the townland valuation ; the townland 

valuator was not bound to do that at all ? — 

3 June j 869. . what the townland valuator did was on his 

map. 

2168. He put the quality-lot and the price ? — 
Yes. 

2169. Without entering any boundary of this 
deduction ? — Not of a small deduction like that; 
he merely put the price on the map. 

2170. Suppose the deduction had been five or 
six acres, you would be in the same difficulty ? — 
Here is a part at 10 s. and there is no deduction 
at all, and here there is an acre and a half at 6 d . ; 
then there is “ part of lot 3 ” at 9 s. 6 d. ; two 
acres at 5 s., waste 20 perches. That is the waste 
of the yard about the house. 

2171. In all these instances the tenement is com- 
posed of a number of lots, and in almost every 
one of these lots there are deductions of various 
amounts, and you cannot possibly tell in the 
office where those deductions exist ? — You can- 
not exactly, except by putting the prices on the 
map, which they do in many instances. 

2172. Who put the prices? — The surveyor, 
when he was making the primary applotment of 
the townland valuation. 

2173. You assure us now that those marks on 
the maps were put on by the surveyors, and not 
by the valuators ; I want you to be distinct upon 
that point ? — They were put, in the first in- 
stance, by the surveyor, but they were after- 
wards corrected by the valuator when he went 
over the district. If he found that they were 
not quite right he corrected them. 

2174. Then as they were put on by the sur- 
veyor they have nothing to do with the tenement 
valuation; they were a portion of the former 
townland valuation? — When they were corrected 
by the valuator they were a portion of the tene- 
ment valuation. W e should have reduced them 
to the settled price. 

2175. As put on by the surveyor, they are only 
applotments of the townland valuation? — That 
is all. 

2176. And, where not corrected, those figures 
refer to the old townland and not to the tenement 
valuation ? — Of course ; the townland valuation 
and the tenement valuation agreed in many cases. 
Where they did not, of course the valuator cor- 
rected those prices. 

2177. You think they agreed in many cases ? 
— Yes, very closely. 

2178. Mr. Ayrton."] In the general result? — 
The general result was that the poor tillage lands 
were reduced sometimes considerably, and good 
grass lands were raised, while other lands were not 
much altered. 

2179. The O' Conor Don.~\ Why should the 
surveyors put upon the maps letters of the alpha- 
bet to represent the applotments of the townland 
valuation? — I do not know. They would, I 
suppose, exercise an opinion, and not stick closely 
to the townland valuation. 

2180. The surveyors would ? — I think they 
would, where they put letters on the map. 

2181. I thought that what the surveyors did 
was merely ministerial, to mark on the map ? — 
It was not recognised as more than that, but of 
course they exercised their own judgment, and 
that is the reason why it is considered neces- 
sary to check the work when it comes into the 
office. 

2182. The surveyor’s work, then, was checked 



as well as the valuator’s? — The revising surveyor, 
I am speaking of. 

2183. I am speaking of the men who put the 
figures on the map ? — -It was merely to show the 
way the townland valuation stood. The tene- 
ment valuator was not bound to follow the other 
at all. 

2184. I ask, why should the tenement sur- 
veyor, a man who had no authority whatever to 
value the land, who was merely sent down to 
mark the boundaries, enter on the map these 
letter’s representing different valuations of the 
soil ? — I do not know whether these letters would 
be exactly the prices of the old townland valua- 
tion, or whether the surveyor would exercise his 
own opinion. 

2185. The office, in going over these revisions, 
are not acting upon these letters?— We could 
not act upon these letters ; we could only act 
upon the prices in the margin of the book in 
these cases, but if we found figures on the map 
we should take the figures for the deduction. If 
we saw 3 s. on the map and 3 d., we should know 
that 3d. was for the bog, and 3 5. for the deduc- 
tion. 

2186. There was no general rule with respect 
to these figures on the map ; no instruction to 
the surveyors ? — In the counties of Louth, 
Leitrim, and Meath, which I did, the surveyors 
used to put the deductions on the map, so that we 
could find them out. You can see in the map 
that you can point where these deductions are. 

2187. You have not been able to show us any 
map that has been used ? — The maps in the par- 
ticular case you refer to could not be used 
except for the prices in the margin of the book. 
In that case I should prefer giving it to the re- 
visor. 

2188. That farm was actually divided within 
the last four or five years ; did you check that at 
the office ? — 1 think, in that case, the map was 
sent to the revisor with the original documents. 

2189. The original documents being this book 
and that map?— Yes; therefore he had the op- 
portunity of seeing them ; then, he being an 
officer that could be depended upon, the check I 
made in the office was merely to see that in 
dividing a particular farm he chd not add more 
to the different portions than was on the farm 
before. 

2190. Do you know who that officer was on 
whom you depended so much? — I think Mr. 
Doheny. 

2191. Are you quite sure of that; was it not 
Mr. Donnelly? — I am not sure. 

2192. At all events, in that case you were not 
able to check the valuation in the office, except 
in a general way ? — Except in a general way, 
merely from those prices in the book. I might 
be out as to an acre. These are very large farms, 
and if I was out a little I should come as near the 
valuation as a valuator would on the around. 
The difference would be very little per acre, dis- 
tributed over the whole farm. 

2193. Mr. Id unt.~\ I want you to explain a 
little more what part the office in Dublin takes, 
and what part the valuator takes, in determining 
these deductions for local circumstances : I see 
that the 114th paragraph of the Instructions 
says : “ The valuator is in every instance to enter 
into his field book, in the first column, the priced 
value of the land, in accordance with the fore- 
going scales (paragraphs 90, 91); it will, how- 
ever, be his duty, when the valuation of the 

parish 
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parish or townland under consideration shall 
have been completed, to enter in the second 
column of prices the value, with the allowance 
for local circumstances : ” you have told us that 
after the valuator has fixed the value of the land, 
his book goes up to the office V— Yes; before his 
valuation's completed. He could not complete 
his valuation until his book came to the office, 
because the areas are not in ; all he does is to 
state the price per acre ; he could not tell the 
amount of any particular lot until he had the 
area, and that is always calculated at the office, 
because it can be done less expensively by the 
office assistants than it can by the valuator. 
They are generally better calculators thau the 
valuators; they do this portion of the work 
cheaper and more expeditiously. 

2194. With regard to the allowance for local 
circumstances, what means have you in the office 
of knowing what the allowance should be for ? — 
For general circumstances we have the means. 
We get the population of a certain town ; and it 
is settled to be a certain class town according to 
the degree of importance set upon it. Then we 
mark all the roads leading to the town, at certain 
distances ; we mark circular lines from point to 
point, and then, according to the table in the 
instructions, we put on the proper amount be- 
tween each of these circles ; and we copy all that 
into the valuator's field book. In the same way 
for seaweed manure along the sea shore. 

2195. Local circumstances in the instructions 
are classified under three heads, are they not ? — 
The principal ones are proximity to towns, and 
climate. 

2196. In the 115th paragraph it is stated that 
“ local circumstances may be considered under the 
following heads : climate, manure, and market ; ” 
do you remember that? — Yes. 

2197. Proximity to towns would come under 
the head of “ market” ? — Yes. 



2 IPS. With regard to that, you have a record 
in your office which enables you to make the 
allowance more quickly perhaps than the valua- 
tor would do it on the spot? — Yes; but in the 
case of two roads forming an obtuse angle with 
each other, if I drew a Tine straight across we 
might put too much upon a lot in the centre, 
between the roads; but we judiciously bend it, so 
as not to put so much on. If a certain farm is 
away from the road, and inconveniently situated, 
we should make allowance; if we did not do that 
sufficiently it would be the valuator’s business to 
correct it. 

2199. With regard to manure, have you in 
the office auy means of knowing what should be 
allowed with regard to facilities for obtaining 
manure ? — The shores are described in the field 
book ; and we have lines marked at certain dis- 
tances from the shore, and the per-centages are 
regulated in a general way. But some parti- 
cular shores may be better than others, which 
we in the office could not well ascertain. It 
"would be the valuator’s business to revise that. 
A particular landlord might not allow his tenants 
to take the sea-weed for manure ; he might sell it 
to parties to make kelp of ; we might not be aware 
of these circumstances ; the valuator would ascer- 
tain them, and alter the pei'-centages accordingly. 

2200 . I suppose you have, in your" office the 
means of knowing the climate ?— Yes. The ele- 
vation above the level of the sea is marked on 
the Ordnance maps. 

2201. And the prevailing winds? — And the 
0.57. 



prevailing winds. We know that easterly winds 
are injurious to the crops, also north winds, and 
in some places west winds. 

2202. And you have the aspect ? — The aspect 
is described in the valuator’s book to help us 
but the principal thing we go by, in the first ’in- 
stance, is the elevation. Of course the sunny- 
side, or the south side, is generally the best. 
There is a scale in the book that we are bound 
to go by. Then if we take too much off the best 
aspect, or too little off the other, the valuator 
would correct it. 

2203. It would he the valuator’s business in 
every case to check the allowances that you pro- 
pose to make in the office ? — ITe should do so ; 
but if we saw that he made a great alteration, 
and we could not see the reason of it, it would 
be our business to point it out. 

2204. Whose duty would it be to compare the 
allowances made in the office with those cor- 
rected by the valuator ? — It would be our duty. 

2205. Whom do you mean by “ our ; ” what 
officer? — The divisional superintendents. 

2206. In the case of lands coming within your 
divisiou you would be the person to do it? — 

2207. When such allowances have been made, 
and agreed upon, after such comparison do you 
note it in the record you keep in your office for 
future guidance ? — The per-centage rates remain 
in the margin of the books, as altered. 

2208. You trust to reference to the margin of 
the books for the future ? — Yes. In some places 
where there are two valuations, the check valua- 
tion, and the other are compared. At the bot- 
tom the comparison is stated, showing how much 
they differ, and what is to be done, as agreed 
upon by the Commissioner and the valuator. 

2209. Suppose there is an irreconcilable 
difference between the office and the valuator, 
how is it disposed of? — The Commissioner can 
decide. 

2210. Would he send another person ? — He 
would send another persou to check the valuator, 
and ascertain which was right. 

2211. Have thei’e been instances where a 
third party has been sent down? — I do not re- 
member any in that case. The valuators almost 
always adopted the pex-centages settled in the 
office. 

2212. The O' Conor Don.l You have just 
stated that the valuator was bound to enter the 
value irrespective of these local circumstances, 
and that then they were calculated in the office, 
and then that the valxiation was subsequently 
sent down to the valuator ? — Yes. I am speaking 
of the tenement valxiation, where there was no 
townland valxiation previously made. 

2213. There was no such tiling as these deduc- 
tions for local circumstances where the townland 
valuation existed ? — They were taken into con- 
sideration before in the townland valuation. 

2214. So that your evidence in reality applies 
only to six counties in Ireland ; in the townland 
valuation the local circumstances were taken into 
account, and the townland valuation was made 
and apploted ? — The tenement valuation altered 
it. 

2215. If the deductions for these local circum- 
stances, which were made for the townland valua- 
tion, were carried into the tenement valuation, I 
suppose the tenement valuation in reality was 
merely a correction of the townland, in fact, an 
applotment of the townland ? — The tenement va- 

L 2 luator 
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Mr. luator went over all the land and valued it, and 
H. Dvjfy. corrected the prices. 

, 2216.' He corrected the prices of the townland 

3 une i 9. va i uat j on p — Yes ; he settled his valuation so as 
to agree with the prices of the 15 & 16 Viet. 

2217. He had nothing to do with these local 
circumstances ? — They were considered to be set- 
tled before. He had power to alter them if he 
found they differed. 

2218. 1 want to understand whether there was 
any allowance made in the office with respect to 
those counties which were valued under the 
townland valuation, with regard to these deduc- 
tions, on account of local circumstances ; or does 
what you have told Mr. Hunt refer merely to the 
six counties that were never valued under the 
townland valuation ? — That applies merely to 
the six counties. The valuator kept no field- 
book describing the soil of the other counties, 
because it was already described in the townland 
valuation, both the soil and the subsoil. He 
merely Avent over the lands and changed the 
prices, and settled the valuation in this book or a 
similar one. 

2219. Chairman.'] That does not relate to the 
six counties? — No, the other counties I had to do 
with. 

2220. The O’ Conor Don.] The tenement A'alua- 
tion was not a completely neAv Actuation ; it was 
a correction of an existing valuation ; the valua- 
tors being furnished with the existing valuation, 
they corrected it as seemed proper to themselves ; 
it Avas not a completely new valuation irrespective 
of the townland valuation ? — It aa-os, inasmuch as 
they Avent through every field and valued it; 
they went through every farm and valued it in 



the same way; they calculated the alterations 
that they made themselves, simply entering 
their prices. Here is Mr. Gaffney’s valuation) 
107 l. 15 s. ; it is altered in his OAvn figures. 

2221. Altered by the office? — No, by the va- 
luator in the field. 

2222 . The first figures are the old townland 
valuation ? — Yes, an applotment of the tOAvnland 
valuation. 

2223. The valuator was furnished with this 
applotment of the townland valuation, and he 
altered it according, as he thought, the circum- 
stances justified him ? — Yes ; and in certain cases 
if the alteration was considerable, check valuators 
were sent down to see that he altered properly. 
In that case tve had the check valuations, and 
went through the whole process, the same as in 
the other counties. 

2224. Chairman .] You dismissed Mr. Gaffney? 
— No, Mx\ Gaffney tvas not dismissed. 

2225. Was he not dismissed by sealed order ? 

I think not ; I think he was superannuated. 

Tim work he Avas engaged on came to a close. 
I think a certain number of years were added to 
his service, because there tvas no more work for 
him to do ; he was discontinued. I Avish to make 
an explanation with regard to a question that was 
asked about the officers’ salaries in the B divi- 
sion being higher than the expenses including the 
establishment. The present salaries, including 
1st April 1869, of the officers in the B depart- 
ment are higher than the salaries for the year 
ending 31st April 1868, and there are officers in 
the department attached thereto since April 1868. 
The officers are not the same. 



Mr. 

3 . Lynam. 



Mr. James Lynam, called in 
2226. Chairman.] You are a Civil Engineer ? 



2227. Of some standing ? — Yes. 

2228. I believe you have been employed on 
railway works, river drainages, and things of that 
description for many years ? — Yes. 

2229. You are, 1 believe, a professional land 
surveyor ? — Yes. 

2230. And you have had great experience in 
that capacity ? — Yes ; within a feAv months of 40 
years. 

2231. You are conversant not only with the 
value, but with the management of land ; you 
hold farms yourself ?— Yes, I am a farmer. 

2232. And I believe you were a land agent 
until business obliged you to give up that em- 
ployment ? — I was agent for an estate about 12 
years. 

2233. You Avere obliged to give up the land 
agency on account of the increase of professional 
engineering business ? — I was. 

2234. You have had opportunities of conversing 
with Irish people, and knoAving the feeling of the 
landoAvners generally, relative to the general 
valuation as well as the annual revision ? — Yes, 
I travel a great deal, I am very frequently in 
conversation with proprietors and occupiers of 
land, _ and I have very often heard both these 
questions talked over. 

2235. Would you state for the information of 
the Committee, what you consider the general 
state of feeling in relation to these two valuations; 
the townland or the tenement valuation, and the 
revision ; do you think there is a great deal of 



and Examined. 

discontent on the subject amongst the land- 
owners ’—Certainly ; there is a great deal of 
dissatisfaction. The townland valuation and the 
tenement valuation are far better and more worthy 
of being relied on than any other valuation ever 
before made in Ireland ; but neither is as correct 
as it ought to be, and might easily be made. In 
my own locality, ever since I left the valuation 
and went to live in Gahvay, I know many cases 
ot want of relativeness in it; but until to-day I 
had no idea of the extent to Avhich that irrelative- 
ness goes. I have seen a paper coming, I believe, 
from the Valuation Office, in Avhich it is proposed 
to add per-centages to the existing valuation, 
2 s. 6 d. to one county, 5 s. to another, nothing to 
another, and so on ; and I heard the last Avitncss 
tliat even the same counties he should add 
different per-centages to different baronies. I am 
surprised at that; I never thought the valuation 
was so bad as is represented by these papers. The 
special object of all the Acts of Parliament, which 
are 11 m number, was to provide for a uniform 
valuation of lands and tenements in Ireland, and 
that object has totally and shamefully failed, 
ihat is not my assertion ; it is the assertion of a 
paper coming from the Valuation Office. 

2236. A good and uniform valuation of Ireland 
would be most essential ?— That is agreed by 

2237. You were yourself in the employment 
ot the general valuation of Ireland ?— Yes ; I was 
22 years in Government employment, either as a 
surveyor or valuator, 15 or 16 years of which I 
passed in Sir Richard Griffith’s establishments. 

That 
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That leads me to remark that in a paper that I 
have seen, purporting to set forth the names of 
all persons dispensed with or discontinued from 
1850 to 1869, there are three remarkable 
omissions. One is that of a remarkable man, the 
eminent Irish geologist, Mr. John Kelly, whose 
work the map before the Committee principally 
is ; he was in fact the superintendent of valuation 
for 24 or 25 years, though he was never superin- 
tendent in name. He was on the establishment 
at the date when this return purports to commence, 
but his name is not in the return. Another 
remarkable person whom I remember having had 
the pleasure of meeting on the staff, was a certain 
Mr. Waters, who was the inspector of surveyors 
and valuators. He was on the staff in 1851 ; I 
believe he is not on at present ; his name is not in 
the return. I was myself in the valuation depart- 
ment up to July 1851, and my name is not in 
the return; so that it appears I was neither 
dismissed nor discontinued. 

2238. The O'Conor Don.] Are you aware 
that there was a second return printed, giving 
the names of persons dismissed ( handing the same 
to the Witness), the first return giving the names 
of those discontinued ? — I was not aware of it ; 
I spoke without book. I do not see here the 
name of the insjjector of surveyors and valuators. 
There is a very serious statement here as regards 
myself. My principal means of living respect- 
ably and educating a very large family depend 
upon my professional credit as a civil engineer 
and land surveyor. It is stated that “James 
Lynam (13s. id. a day) was dismissed. Cause 
of dismissal, erroneous valuations and unsatisfac- 
tory execution of his work.” That is not true. 

2239. Chairman.] There was a great deal of 
correspondence, I think, between you and the 
chairman or guardians of the Ivillarney Union? 
— There was. 

2240. The accusation made against you was 
on the subject of delay in furnishing the papers 
required in the office ? — Yes. I do not know 
what they stated, because they did the matter 
very secretly ; they gave me no notice of their 
application to the board of guardians of Ivillarney. 
But upon that subject I will read a letter written 
by Mr. Denis Shine Lawloi 1 , a very eminent 
man: 



“ Grenagh, Killarney, 

“ Dear Sir, 27 May 1852. 

“I had intended writing to you yesterday, 
but was not sure as to your address, and am glad 
to have received your letter this morning. Mr. 
Boyan attended at the Killarney Board of 
Guardians on Monday last (24th) on behalf of 
Mr. Griffith, to ask a resolution from the Board 
condemning your circular and the statements in 
it There was a long letter from Mr. Greene, 
contradicting your statements, and setting forth 
a letter from you marked f private,’ from some 
place in Tipperary, stating that unless reinstated 
or employed by the Board (I do not remember 
which) you would place your official knowledge 
at the service of the solicitors of certain ap- 
pellants against the valuation. There was also 
from Mr. Greene a long reply seriatim to your 
charges, but which I did not read, as I had not 
leisure at the time. The chairman, Mr. Cronin 
Coltsmann, said that it would not be fair towards 
you to take up the matter in your absence, and 
without having apprised you of the proceeding ; 
and that, inasmuch as the Board had refrained 

0.57. 



from adopting any resolution upon your circular, Mr. 
they would not feel themselves called upon to J. Lynam. 

adopt any expression of opinion in condemnation 

of it. It was suggested that Mr. Boyan should 3 June 1869. 
furnish the guardians with copies of Mr. Greene’s 
letter and counter statements, and that, if neces- 
sary, you should be apprised, and the whole 
matter taken into consideration. I stated that I 
was in possession of some letters from you that 
would support the allegations of your circulars, 
and I defended you from the insinuation of 
motives of disappointment or spite, in the state- 
ment that you made. I will inform you if any 
further steps shall be taken, and I will take care 
that nothing is done without giving you a full 
opportunity to maintain your allegations and 
defend yourself; I did not, attend the last grand 
jury, and therefore was not able to bring before 
it, as I had intended, the subject of your circular. 

Besides, from a previous letter of yours, I 
thought you had emigrated, but I am happy to 
perceive that the old country is not yet deprived 
of your services. 

“ Believe me, &c. 

(signed) “ Denis Shine Lawlor. 

“James Lynam, Esq., 

8, Hollymount, Renelagh, 

Dublin.” 

Mr. Lawlor also wrote a subsequent letter as 
follows : 

“ Grenagh, Killarney, 

“ Dear Sir, 16 June 1852. 

“Neither Mr. Greene nor Mr. Griffith has 
taken any further step since my last writing to 
you before the Killarney Board with reference 
to your case. The chairman of the Board re- 
quested that Mr. Boyan would furnish the 
guardians with a copy of Mr. Greene’s state- 
ment and reply, ana this has not been done. 

Mr. Greene’s statements were not read by any 
one at the Board; and Mr. Boyan took them 
away with him, leaving myself and others under 
the impression that a reply would be furnished. 

If any further steps shall be taken, and I am 
at the Board or hear of it, I will take care 
duly to apprise you, and secure that you get an 
opportunity of rejoinder, either personally or by 
letter, as you may desire. 

“ Believe me, &c. 

(signed) “ Denis Shine Laxolor. 

“ James Lynam, Esq. 

8, Hollymount, Kanelagh, Dublin.” 

No further oteps were taken in the matter. I 
will now read the paper that is here alluded to ; 
it is dated April 8th 1852. 

“ To the Board of Guardians of the Killarney 
Union. 

“ Gentlemen, 

“ It is four years and three months since I 
commenced the valuation of the barony of 
Magunihy, yet it is not finished. In the mean- 
time you have been obliged to employ a valuator 
yourselves. He commenced the valuation of the 
Killarney Union three years after I had com- 
menced it, and he has done some since. You 
had to pay him 150 1, but he gave you value for 
it. You have paid for the Ordnance valuation 
about 600 Z., but you have got nothing for it. 

This surprises you very much. I fear you 
blame me for it, but the fault is not mine. How- 

L 3 ever. 
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Mr. ever, I feel bound to give you the following 
J. Lynam. explanation of the causes of the extraordinary 
delay and expense. 

3 June: 869. « j finished the valuation of the barony of 

Magunihy in October 1849, except about six 
weeks’ work, which I did in the following spring. 
The calculations only remained to be done. 
Had I had the power to get the calculation done, 

I would have made them keep pace with the 
field work, and the books of the barony would 
have been given up to you complete before the 
spring assizes, 1850. The first book calculated 
was that of the parish of Aglisli, in May 1851, 
three years after I had written it. 

c - In tire meantime I was employed in other 
counties. In January 1851, I was ordered back 
to Killarney to get more information, strike a 
scale by which to reduce my field valuation to 
the proper scale for the times and the locality, 
and to 4 settle finally the amount for each tene- 
ment so as to be wholly accountable for all, and 
to defend it against all appeals.’ 

“ I made the suggestion that I should have 
the settlement of the barony valuation myself; 
that it should not be meddled with, or muddled 
by the superintendent, and that I should be 
wholly responsible, and go forward to all the 
appeal meetings and defend it myself. 

44 I was glad of this, that I should have the 
settling of my work myself. I knew that the 
Ordnance valuation was published too highly 
in Kilkenny, Tipperary, &c. I resolved that 
Magunihy, the first barony to be published in 
Kerry, should be on a fair scale. 

“ I knew, also, that the valuation was greatly 
delayed in the Dublin office, and I resolved to 
make an effort to prevent that delay ; and having 
met the general superintendent of the valuation 
at appeals in Callan, I proposed him the follow- 
ing plan of proceeding : I said to him, 4 I will 
settle finally the amount of value of each tene- 
ment, and enter it in the poor-law sheet, and 
when I will have a parish finished in this way I 
will send it up to you ; you can then get it 
copied aucl sent to the printer, and get the fair 
map, references, and all the office work done 
while I will be settling another parish, which, 
when done, I will immediately send up, and so 
on ; so that w hen I will have the last parish done 
all the others will be printed, and all the office 
work of them done ; so that the barony may be 
publish'd in two or three weeks after I will have 
settled the last parish, and before new alterations 
can occur in the country.’ He warmly approved 
of that plan. I was suprised to learn that no 
surveyor had been sent before me to do the 
revision of boundaries, names, letters, &e., 
which was far the most tedious part. I said to 
the superintendent, 'You’ll have to send a sur- 
veyor, of course. ’ He said, 4 Aye, and a right 
good one, if you find there are many alterations.’ 
I said, there were many alterations. Everyone 
knew that many alterations had occurred in 
Kerry during 1848, 1849, and 1850, but no sur- 
veyor was sent. I then went to Killarney to 
commence the final settling of the valuation of 
Magunihy Barony, as directed by Mr. Griffith, and 
mentioned above. In order to do that, the first 
thing necessary was that the books should be cal- 
culated, and the amount of each tenement entered 
opposite the name. On opening the books I found, 
to my astonishment, that not one of them was cal- 
culated. I immediately returned some of them 



to the office, requesting they should be calculated 
as quickly as possible. They were returned to 
me with a refusal, ou the ground that it would be 
better not to calculate them till the boundaries 
should be revised. There was some reason in 
that, but why did he not send a surveyor to revise 
them ; still, though he promised to send one, he 
did not, and I was obliged to revise the boundaries 
myself, having nothing else to do. I revised the 
boundaries of a parish, Aghadoe, but as I every 
day expected that a surveyor would arrive on the 
next, I did not look after the levelled cabins, nor 
any cabins without gardens ; I left that to he 
done by the surveyor when he would conic. I 
sent up the books and maps to Dublin to be 
calculated. The superintendent returned them 
to me with a refusal to calculate them until I 
would complete the revision in all details, cabins 
and all. I sent them back to him, with an ex- 
planation, and telling him that it f would be a 
useless waste of time’ to do such details. A 
surveyor should be sent to do it ; he sent the 
books back to me again with a long official letter, 
dated 25th February, ordering me peremptorily 
to do all the detail of surveyor’s revision myself: 

4 It will be necessary to keep the numbers regular, 
and to coincide in all the documents, books, and 
maps, &c.,’ 4 and they ’ (the documents) 4 are re- 
turned io you for that purpose, and you are 
directed to make those amendments before you 
proceed with any other work.’ (Signed) 4 John 
B. Greene, General Superintendent of the 
Valuation of Ireland.’ I had then no alternative 
but to go to every cabin, every cabbage-garden, 
as well as every farm, and ascertain the name of 
the occupier and lessor of each, and in every case 
where an alteration had taken place during the 
preceding four year's to re-arrange the names, 
numbers, and letters in two maps, two house 
books, a land book, a perambulation book, and a 
set of poor-law sheets.; and the business was 
rendered exceedingly complicated and tedious by 
another rule requiring that each farm or garden 
should have a number, and each house a letter, 
so that a change in one cabin or farm generally 
required a change in the order, numbers, and 
letters of several others. I was astonished that 
he would not send a surveyor to do them at 30 s. 
a week, instead of foi'cing me to do them at 
4 1. 12 s. a week. I was ashamed to be going 
over the same ground and round the same cabins 
I had valued four years before. I wrote to the 
general superintendent again, requesting a sur- 
veyor ; the reply was, that 4 one would be sent 
as soon as one could be spared ’ ; still he was not 
sent. I had then no alternative but to do so ; I 
laboured as hard as possible, in hopes to remedy 
the carelessness of our officials, and having re- 
vised all the seven documents of Acglish, I sent 
up the books to the office with the following 
letter : 



4 Killarney, 

4 Dear Sir, 14 March 1851. 

4 1 send by coach the land and house books, 
and the poor-law sheets of the parishes of Aglish 
and Kilcredan, together with field sheet No. 58. 
I will send the like document of Aghadoe on 
Monday, and Killarney in a few days. I am 
anxious that the land items should be calculated 
and entered in the poor-law sheets, together with 
the houses, and the documents returned to me as 
soon as possible. When I get the four parishes 

in 
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in that state I will settle finally each item, and 
make them in all respects complete,’ &c. &c. 

(signed) ‘ James Lynam. 

‘ To John B. Greene, Esq.’ 

« Those books might have been calculated, ar- 
ranged, and returned to me in 10 or 12 days, but 
they were delayed in the office for seven weeks. 
I again wrote requesting a surveyor, but got no 
reply ; so I was obliged to go on doing the sur- 
veyor’s revision for more than three months. 

“ At length, in the month of May, more than 
three months after I commenced the revision, 
the often -promised surveyor arrived. At the 
same time I got the calculated books of a parish, 
with the following note : 

“ Memorandum. 

“ 100, Baggot-street, 3 April 1851. 

“ Documents, as per invoice, forwarded to you 
this day ; those of the remainder of the barony, 
except 'Killaha and Kilcummin, will be sent on 
Wednesday or Thursday; also, the contents ot 
the townlands required. Mr. George Kelly, sur- 
veyor, will be with you on the 5th or 6th, and 
will assist in entering the valuations of the houses, 
and setting right the small tenements in the poor- 
law sheets, which are at present in a very inac- 
curate state. 

(signed) “ John Greene, 

General Superintendent. 

“ To James Lynam, Esq. 

“ Having now got the assistance of a surveyor, 
and got some calculated and prepared books, I 
hoped to get on well. In this, however, John B. 
Greene, General Superintendent of the Valua- 
tion of Ireland, disappointed me. The deliberate 
written promise in the above note was never ful- 
filled. The documents of the remainder of the 
barony were not sent to me ; those of Killarney 
parish were revised by me in all detail according 
to orders, and sent to the office early in April. 
I wrote several times for them ; they were never 
sent to me. 

“ Read the following note : 

“ Dear Six - , “ Killarney, 3 May 1851. 

“ In reply to your request for an estimate of 
the time it may take me to complete this barony, 
I beg to state that I can have it completed by 
the middle of July, if you get the calculations 
done and given to me as I require them. I wish 
you could have sent a surveyor three months ago, 
when I wrote for one, and got the calculations 
done quickly when sent up, and the barony would 
be completed now. Killarney, Killaha, and Kil- 
cummin are similar, and similarly circumstanced, 
and I wish to consider them together. I hope 
you will send them by the 10th. Get Kilcummin 
calculated, and send me all the documents of Kil- 
laha with the contents, and I will do the calcula- 
tions myself the next wet day. 

“ I remain, &c. 

(signed) cc J ames Lynam, 

“ To J ohn B. Greene, Esq. 

“ Still the books were not sent, but instead 
they sent me long lists of alleged differences be* 
tween my books and maps. On looking over 
these lists, and comparing the books and maps, 
that the office people had neglected to copy 
the boundaries of several lots to the office copies ; 

0.57. 



another cause of delay. The following letter 
shows how matters were going on : 

“ Dear Sir, Killarney, 18 Maj- 1851. 

“ A few days were, as you suppose, enough 
to value the altered lots. During the three pre- 
vious months I was, as you know, almost entirely 
occupied at surveyor’s work. Mr. Griffith di- 
rected me, in Ennis, to go through this barony, 
get information, revise my valuation in what 
cases I might think necessary, and, finally, settle 
the valuation of each tenement so as to be ac- 
countable for all, and to defend it against all 
appeals. 

“ The first thing necessary for me to have was 
the calculated field-books of 80,000 or 100,000 
acres ; up to the present time I have got them 
but for 20,000 acres, aud these have reached me 
but a few days since ; with them I am going on. 
Before I will have it and the town done, I hope 
you will send me Kilcummin, Killarney, and 
Killaha parishes. I hope to have my part of 
the whole barony done, that is, the settled value 
of each tenement entered, by the end of July. 
There will be referencing, copying, &c., to be 
done after that by the surveyor. The townland 
valuation might be published before the summer 
assizes, if that were thought desirable. 

“ I remain, &c. 

(signed) “ J. Lynam. 

“ To John B. Greene, Esq. 

“ There was no reply sent to the letter ; but 
obstructions were still thrown in my way, and 
even in the way of my assistant surveyor, as the 
following letter shows : 

“ Farronmanagli, 

“ Dear Sir, 21 June 1851. 

£f I have written to the office for sheet 48 
(which I sent up some time ago), and I have not 
yet received it ; if I had it, I could finish the 
parish of Kilbonane on Tuesday next, as l have 
nearly three-quarters of it done already ; it would 
be better, if possible, to complete it before I take 
up another parish, but I am at a standstill for the 
sheet (map). What shall I do ? &c. &c. 

“ Yours, &c. 

(signed) “ George Kelly. 

“ To James Lynam, Esq. 

fc That map was sent up early in June- The 
business to be done with it in the office was 
merely to copy on to the office map a few new 
boundaries, and could be done by a draftsman 
in an hour, yet it was kept in the office, though 
repeatedly written for, for a month; such was 
the gross negligence of the office people, or their 
systematic plan of obstructing me, in finishing 
the valuation of your barony. 

“ My mind and feelings are not of a nature to 
allow me to be a party to such a course. I was 
annoyed and grieved to see the work of your 
union delayed so very long, and to see the grow- 
ing expense of that work, which you would have 
to pay. I therefore made another effort, at the 
risk of incurring the ill will of tire powers that 
be, for who can tell the people in power their 
faults without incurring their ill will ? I wrote 
as follows : 

“ Dear Sir, Killarney, 10 June 1851. 

" I think it very strange that you have not 
sent me the calculated books of Killaha, Killar- 

L 4 ney. 



Mr. 

./. Lynam. 
j June 1869. 
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Mr. ney, nor Kilcummin. One of these parishes is 
J. Lymm. x -e vi.-sed : the others require little revision, and as 
. I long since informed yon, they are the parishes 

3 J une 1 eog. wou j ( j p e better to settle first: yet they have 
been delayed in the office, while the western 
parishes, which are not revised, and which, as I 
long since informed you, ought to be left last, 
have been calculated and sent to me. I must 
now condense and reduce the prices of the lots 
myself, and lose much time at what should be 
done by a surveyor. 

“ As" this is but one of a series of delays that 
have been thrown in my way since I came to the 
barony, I feel bound to call your attention to it, 
that you may prevent such mistakes in future. 
Of course your object is to give me every pos- 
sible aid, and that in the kindest manner ; still 
you have really delayed the finishing of this 
barony three months. I would have revised and 
settled the valuation in the three spring months 
if you had given me a surveyor last February, 
when I asked for one, and got the calculation 
done quickly, when I sent up the books ; now 
it cannot be published until after the assizes. 
I know your goodness will prevent your being- 
annoyed with this candid statement. 

“ I remain, &c. 

(signed) “ James Lynam. 

“ John B. Greene, Esq. 



“ I looked on that letter as a full acknowledg- 
ment of the statement in my note, and a promise 
to manage better in future. Vain hope ! Mr. 
John B. Greene never fulfilled that official pro- 
mise : he never sent me the calculated books of 
Kilcummin, nor Killaha, nor of Ivillarney, Kill- 
namare, nor Mullatriffe. Kow, could any one, 
after reading these two letters, suppose it possi- 
ble that Mr. John B. Greene could, 24 davs 
after writing that letter, concur with, write down 
and transmit to me a statement of Mr. Gi-iffitli ; 
that he, Mr. Griffith, was ‘ surprised at the 
length of time 1 was revising the barony’! 
Impossible, you will say ; but suppose that two 
high functionaries, wearied with the toils of 
office, should go on a tour through more civilised 
countries, and should there see the quick march 
of the arts and manufactures, and the rapid way 
that business is done ; suppose, for instance, that 
they had been to see the Exhibition, and been 
dazzled with its glories, it is possible that on 
resuming business in Ireland, it might strike 
them that the valuation of Magunihy Barony 
was very long in hand ; three years and eight 
months, and lull of the idea of their own infalli- 
bility they might forget that their own mis- 
management was the sole cause of the delay. 
Such was actually the case, and Mr. John B. 
Greene sent me the following note : 



“ It is apparent from that letter I had some 
object in view in writing it ; that was, as soon as 
I could manage to effect it, that there should be 
an inquiry into this matter, and that the system 
should be corrected. Besides, I had very good 
reason to believe, for I was informed by a highly 
respectable valuator on Sir Richard Griffith’s 
staff, that there was a determination at head 
quarters to put me off the service. I can give 
the particulars, if necessary. I felt that this 
system of delay, which was regularly carried on 
to so great an extent by the office, was for the 
purpose of having charges brought against me on 
some future occasion. That is the ' reason why 
I wrote that letter, that it might be fixed and 
understood to whom the blame was to be at- 
tached;” (viz., to the superintendent, John Ball 
Greene, Esq.) 

2241. Chairman.'] You understood that it was 
intentional on the part of the office? — Yes; I 
was told in the county of Clare when walking 
in the garden of a certain gentleman, by one of 
the most respectable valuators on Sir Richard 
Griffith’s staff, that before long I should be off it. 
That was before I went to the county of Kerry 
to do the revision. I then go on to state, 
“ There is a sufficiently plain statement of the 
delay and expense in furnishing the valuation of 
your barony, and the blame is plainly thrown on 
the general superintendent, in order to give him 
a full opportunity of denying or explaining the 
charge ii he could. Does he attempt to do so ? 
The following is his reply. 

“ 108, Baggot-street, 
"Dear Sir, 14 June 1851. 

" I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your 
note of the 10th instant, and to state that the 
calculated books of Kilcummin and Killaha will 
shortly be sent to you. 

(signed) ** John B Greene, 

General Superintendent. 

" To J ames Lynam, Esq. 



" 108, Baggot-street, 

“ Dear Sir, 8 July 1851. 

“ Having only returned from London yester- 
day, I now beg to acknowledge the receipt of 
your note of the 24th ultimo, and in reply to 
state that I laid it before Mr. Griffith, who seemed 
much surprised at the time you have taken to 
revise the barony of Magunihy. I now request 
you will inform me if you are still of opinion 
that the revision will occupy you till the 15th or 
30th of August. 

(signed) “ John B. Greene. 

“ To James Lynam, Esq. 

" I reply as follows : 

“ Miltown, 

“ Dear Sir, 10 July 185 L 

“It is just as I foresaw, that Mr. Griffith should 
be surprised at the time that I have been in this 
barony. For five months I have been in a fever 
about it. It appears I cannot, by letter, make it 
understood why I have been so long. My letters,, 
of the 18th of .May and 10th of June, were as 
plain as 1 could write. Let me be allowed to go 
to Dublin and explain all verbally. If there be 
. other work required to be done it would be bet- 
ter to send me to it for some time till the poor 
law sheets of Killarney, -Kilimmin, &c. be made 
out, and the lots condensed. I could show an 
assistant how to make them out, that very little 
of my time would be required. I have done all 
the parishes, of which the poor law sheets have 
come to me, 30,000 acres. The parishes in the 
office contain 130,000 acres. If they were ar- 
ranged according to my ideas I could revise the 
valuation of them in about two months, and 
leave them ready for the printer. 

“ I remain, &c. 

(signed) “ James Lynam. 

“ To John B. Greene, Esq. 

“ 108, Baggot- 
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“ 108, Baggot-street, 

“ Dear Sir, 12 July 1851. 

“In reply to your note of the 10th I think 
your suggestion to come to town might probably 
be advisable, under the circumstances stated. If 
an office assistant can do what you are employed 
at, I think for the benefit of the service it would 
be desirable to have it so done : be so good as to 
bring up all the documents of the barony with 
you, except those required at Mr. George Kelly’s, 
(signed) “ John B. Greene, 

“ General Superintendent. 

“ To James Lynam, Esq. 

I immediately proceeded to Dublin, and took 
the books and maps I had to the office. While 
waiting till the superintendent would have leisure 
to see me, I walked out for a few minutes, and 
when I returned the books and maps were re- 
moved. I asked for them. I was refused. I 
offered to explain that moment the cause of the 
alleged delay. He would not hear me. I begged 
of him to give me the papers of the parish I had 
in hands, Kilorglin, which I would furnish in a 
day or two. He refused to give it. I told him 
that I had reserved several cases in other parishes 
for want of certain information, and that I could 
settle them then, if he would give me the books. 
He refused. I then asked for other work to go 
on with. He said there was none for me ; so I 
had to walk off idle.” 

This was after 15 years’ continuous service 
in the establishment of Sir Richard Griffith, 
during which time there never was even the 
smallest allegation of inaccuracy or neglect, or 
anything else made against me by Sir Richard 
Griffith, or anybody else ; cn the contrary, he him- 
self spoke of me privately and publicly at the pub- 
lic appeal meetings in Kerry, Dublin, and King’s 
County, as one oi his very best men. At a dinner 
party, where Sir Lucius O’Brien, now Lord 
Inchiquin, was present, he spoke of me in the 
highest terms. I will read to the Committee a 
letter of Lord Inchiquin on the subject. 

2242. Mr. Hunt.] Is it a letter respecting your 
dismissal? — -I never was dismissed. 

2243. With respect to your not being em- 
ployed i — Ho ; it is a letter telling me his opinion 
of me as a valuator, and Sir Richard Griffith’s 
opinion of me, which he heard at his own table : 



“ Sir, Dromoland, 22 Oct. 1851. 

“ rn compliance with your wish, that I should 
state my impression of your capacities, with a 
view to your obtaining a situation in the company 
forming for the purchase of estates in Ireland, I 
can say that, in acting as a Commissioner for re- 
vising the valuation of the county of Clare, made 
by Mr. Griffith, I had an opportunity of witness- 
ing the extreme accuracy with which your portion 
of the business was conducted, and the readiness 
and intelligence with which your evidence was 
given. I may mention also, though Mr. Griffith 
will probably himself be ready to testify in your 
favour, that you were spoken of by him as one of 
his best men, and that your opinion in matters 
of valuation appeared to have with him the 
greatest weight. 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ Lucius O’Brien, 

Lord Lieutenant and M. p. 
for the County of Clare. 

“ To J ames Lynam, Esq., 

2 , Lennox-place, W., Dublin.” 

0.57. 



That was written subsequently to my removal M r . 
from the Valuation Office ; and the circumstances j. Lynam. 
referred to by Lord Inchiquin of his having seen — — 

my valuation and heard it spoken of by Sir 3 June 18G9. 
Richard Griffith were subsequent to the time of 
my making the valuation of Kerry. Lord Inchi- 
quin alludes to a large and important appeal 
meeting held in Ennis in Clare County, at which 
there were an immense number of appeals against 
the valuation. Sir Richard Griffith was in the 
chair, and Sir Lucius O’Brien and several other 
landed proprietors were there as a committee of the 
grand jury to hear and determine the appeals. 

I was a witness for the valuation, having re- 
valued several of the appealed townlands. I 
found that some of the valuations were wrong, 
and that the appeals were good. In other cases 
I opposed the appeals. Several of the appeals 
remained unconsidered for want of second valua- 
tions ; and it was agreed that the list should be 
handed to me, and that the valuation should be 
left entirely to my decision. That was after I 
had made this so-called bad valuation of Kerry. 

There are some other letters I should like to 
read : 

“ Sir, Bunratty, 11 August 1851. 

“ In reply to your letter of the 9th instant, I 
am happy to be able to certify that your conduct 
while engaged in the general valuation of this 
county was highly approved of. I was one of those 
appointed to attend with Mr. Griffith on the re- 
vision of the valuation, and can also certify, very 
few exceptions were made to your valuations. I 
attended in Ennis for five days, and as well as I 
can recollect, except in two or three trifling in- 
stances, your valuations were confirmed. 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ Thos. Studdert, D.L. 

“ Mr. James Lynam. 

“ Sir, “Dromoland, 11 Aug. 1851. 

“ I am happy to be able to bear testimony to 
the satisfactory manner in which you conducted 
the valuation of Clare, in those parts with which I 
am acquainted, and also to state the opinion of 
others, as well as my own, of the accuracy of your 
judgment in comparative valuation. 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ Robert O’Brien .” 

“ Sir, Louglirea, 18 Nov. 1845. 

“ I have much pleasure in communicating to 
you my approval of your valuations of the baro- 
nies ot Leitrim and Longford, in the county of 
Galway, and I have also had the satisfaction of 
hearing, from several quarters, a very high 
opinion expressed of your exemplary conduct and 
constant attention to business during the period 
you were engaged in making the valuation of 
those baronies. I am happy to say it is in my 
power, in some measure, to prove the estimation 
in which I hold your services ; and I therefore 
beg to inform you that your pay is to be advanced 
from 31. to 41. per week, to commence fi’om the 
1st of November instant. 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ Richard Griffith .” 

2244. Have you any letters from Sir Richard 
Griffith, between 1845 and the time you were 
discontinued? — Several letters, but none upon 
this particular subject. I think I never received 

■M- a letter. 
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Mr. 

J. Lynam 
3 June 18G9. 



a letter, between 1845 and the present time,. from 
Sir Richard Griffith, expressing either satisfac- 
tion or dissatisfaction. 

“ General Survey Office, Dublin, 

“ 6 August 1842. 

Mr. James Lynam was employed by me, as 
surveyor, in the boundary department of the 
Ordnance Survey of Ireland, under the immedi- 
ate superintendence of Mr. Henry Buck, for two 
years. Mr. Buck reports favourably of the zeal 
and accuracy with which he performed the duty 
entrusted to him, and I can myself speak as to 
his steadiness and attention, when employed in 
my own office, in Dublin. Mr. Lynam leaves 
my establishment with a high character ; and he 
has been discontinued solely in consequence of a 
general reduction. He is a neat draftsman, and 
I tlunk he will be found steady and accurate, 
both in the field and in the office. 

(signed) “ Richard Griffith .” 

“R. E. Office, Weedon, 

“ Sir, 25 August 1833. 

“ It will, at all times, afford me pleasure to 
certify as to your good character and abilities. 
The latter, I have no doubt, have improved in 
your present employment by application, and 
the former I can vouch for during the period 
you served with me, which, to the best of my 
recollection, was seven years. Persevere in 
whatever you undertake, and I have little doubt, 
■with your talent, you will ultimately meet with 
success. Wishing prosperity to yourself and the 
other young man with whom I was acquainted in 
the E district, 

“ I am, &c. 

(signed) “ Frederick English, 
Captain Royal Engineers.” 

It is stated that I was dismissed for having 
made a bad valuation of Killarney. In fact, 
there was no dismissal at all. There was no 
letter sent to me nor any message from Sir 
Richard Griffith, or Mr. Greene, or anybody 
else, telling me I was dismissed. The statement 
that has been made pre-supposes several things. 
It pre-supposes that I had made a valuation of 
Magunihy, and finished it out of hand ; that a 
suspicion arose at head quarters that there were 
errors in the valuation: that the lands were gone 
over by some competent valuator and re-valued ; 
that there were differences found between his 
valuation and mine ; that I was called upon, and 
given an opportunity to defend my valuation in 
opposition to the other ; that I failed, and that I 
was then dismissed. That would have been a 
very proper proceeding. Not one of those cir- 
cumstances occurred. In the first place I had 
not handed in the completed valuation. It was 
snatched away from me, when I turned my back, 
by Mr. Greene. 



2245. In the office ? — He laid a trap for me, as 
ou see by his letter of July 12th, 1851. When 

went up these maps were snatched away from 

me. In the next place l was not dismissed by 
any formal letter, or message, or statement; 
there is no such thing in existence. I pitched 
the papers out of my hands ; I was insulted, and 
I went to my lodgings in Dublin ; I made a 
bundle of all the papers I had belonging to the 
establishment, and in half-an-hour they were in 
his hands. No check valuator or other valuator 
was sent to the barony till long after I had left 
the valuation. The dates will show that. 

2246. I understand your object in calling the 
attention of the board of guardians to these 
occurrences, was to show that the delay took 
place through no laches of yours, but owing to 
the inefficiency of the management of the office 
under Sir Richard Griffith and Mr. Greene ? — 
It was owing to the very gross mismanagement 
on their part, of which mismanagement I had 
frequently warned them and they would not 
correct it. 

2247. Your opinion is, that it was more likely 
to have been intentional than accidental ? — I be- 
lieve it was intentional, and I have reason for 
it. 

2248. Will you state your opinion as to how 
the tenement valuation was carried on, and ex- 
plain, if you can, the great time that it occupied, 
and the cost incurred ? — The tenement valuation 
on which I was employed for some years, was 
carried on in the ordinary way. A surveyor or 
two preceded with the Ordnance sheets, ascertain- 
ing the boundaries of the farms, and marked them 
on the Ordance sheets; he also collected the names 
of the owners and occupiers, and arranged them 
in books; these were handed to the valuator, 
whose business it was to dig the soil in several 
places, to ascertain its depth and quality, and 
the nature of the subsoil ; and from his know- 
ledge, professionally as a valuator, he was ex- 
pected to write down the value per acre of each 
lot. 

2249. What time did that valuation occupy, 
and in what time, in your opinion, ought it to 
have been completed ? — The valuation of the 
county of Tipperary was 7§ years in hand. The 
barony of Magunihy, in Kerry, was four years ; 
Traghticonnar, in Kerry, five years ; Duhallow, 
in Cork, six years ; Lower Ormond and Upper 
Ormond, in Tipperary, seven years. None of 
those baronies were finished at the date when the 
return from which I am quoting was made. 

2250. Can you state in what time, with proper 
and efficient officers, the valuation of those 
baronies ought to have been completed ? — Any 
one of these baronies should have been completed 
effectively in about two years and a-half by one 
valuator and an assistant. 
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Colonel FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. James Lynam, called in ; and further Examined- 



2251. Chairman.'] I ASKED you whether you 
considered that the valuation as at present exist- 
ing is satisfactory : whether, considering that it 
cost so large a sum, and that it was for so con- 
siderable a period before any results appeared, 
there was cause for dissatisfaction ? — My opinion 
is matured on the subject from an immense 
extent of actual observation : I think the tene- 
ment valuation of Ireland is far better than any 
valuation ever made before, but it is not as 
accurate or as relative as it might have been, and 
ought to have been ; I know this from jrersonal 
experience : for instance, on the banks of the 
Shannon the tenement valuation of several of the 
meadows and pastures is lower than the townland 
valuation of the same lands made previously : the 
townland valuation of these lands along the Shan- 
non was made before the Shannon works were 
executed ; the tenement valuation was made 
subsequently to the execution of the Shannon 
works. 

2252. When you allude to any valuations made 
before, do you confine your observations to the 
townland valuation ? — I allude to the poor law 
valuation and all the public valuations that were 
made before ; the tenement valuation is better 
than any of them. 

2253. Do you consider it correct as to value, 
or even correct in relative value ? — It is not cor- 
rect in relative value, and this is my reason for 
thinking so : with regard to the Shannon lands 
the tenement valuation of these lands was made 
subsequently to the Shannon works, and in the 
schedule of prices on which the tenement valua- 
tion was based, grass lands ought to be valued 
higher than they were valued in the townland 
valuation, because the schedule of prices for the 

E rodnce of grass in the tenement valuation is 
igher than that in the townland. If the in- 
trinsic value of these fields along the Shannon 
remained the same from the date of the townland 
valuation to the date of the tenement valuation, 
the tenement valuation of this land ought to be 
higher. The fact is, it is lower. I have not here 
a ust of the townlands ; but, in my examination be- 
fore the Select Committee of the House of Lords 
on the Shannon works, I put in a list of these town- 
lands bordering the Shannon, in which the tene- 
ment valuation, made subsequent to the execu- 
tion of the Shannon works, and on a scale of 
prices which required that the grass lands should 
be higher than in the townland valuation, was, 
notwithstanding those two elements, actually 
0.57. 



lower. In making out a list of townlands in my 
evidence before the Committee of the House of 
Lords, I selected the townlands which were alto- 
gether grass which contained no arable lots, in 
order that the comparison might be a just one. 
Then, again, I may refer to some property of 
which I was agent for several years ; Mr. Ruth- 
ven’s property. It consists of different qualities. 
One farm on that property is an exceedingly 
valuable island, called Innishark, in the river 
Shannon, a little below the town of Bannagher. 
The tenement valuation lowered the value of 
that land, so that it is less than the townland 
valuation, although the lands are exclusively used 
for fattening purposes. The land will fatten 
about a cow per acre, and it has a characteristic 
of good grass lands, that it will fatten old cows. 
You can say nothing better for any grass fields 
than that. 

2254. I believe a cow and a sheep per acre is 
the utmost that you can put upon the best lands 
in Ireland? — Yes, there are a few that will do 
more. The valuation of that is at present 180 l. a 
year. Now, I know well that its value to a rich 
grazing farmer would be nearer 300 L In fact, 
a rich farmer took a lease from me when I was 
agent at 21. 10s. per acre, and there are 110 
acres in it. There are parts of the same . estate 
close to where I live, winch are poor lands. My 
own farm contains about 200 statute acres, aud 
the valuation of that tenement is precisely the 
same as my rent. I could have lowered it 
easily if I had appealed to the quarter sessions, 
but my friends insisted that it would not be 
right for me to make myself conspicuous against 
the valuation. There are other farms of the 
same kind of land, bad in quality, that are valued 
higher than the rents. The universal rule with 
regard to Sir Richard Griffith’s valuation in 
Leinster and Connaught is this : all the good 
ground is valued too low, and all the bad ground is 
valued too high ; the intermediate land's are 
about relative. If you take the intermediate 
lands as properly valued, then some good lands 
are 10 s. or 15 s. an acre too low, and the poor- 
lands are valued nearly double. That is the 
rule which you may follow, and to the accuracy 
of which I will pledge myself. I suggested to 
Sir Richard Griffith several times when I was 
on the valuation, that he was wrong in his scale ; 
that is, in the interior construction of the scale, 
not in the scale absolutely. I drew a sketch for 
him, and I urged upon him tire propriety of 
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Mr. changing the scale. He spoke to me in a very 
J. Imam, decided manner, but nothing was ever done. 

2255. Do you consider that a valuer should 

7«Funei8Gg. have some knowledge of botany, chemistry and 
geology, before he is capable of being classed as 
a first-rate valuer? — Before he is capable of being 
classed as a first-rate valuer, I am firmly of 
opinion that he ought to have a knowledge, above 
all things, of botany ; geology is certainly use- 
ful, and "he ought to have a knowledge of that. 
I know men who are very good valuators, some 
of them were on Sir Richard Griffith’s staff, 
who had no knowledge of geology, chemistry, or 
botany ; they would not know limestone from 
sandstone ; I have seen them mistake one for the 
other repeatedly, yet they were very good 
valuers. But in the case of a great Government 
establishment that is to expend hundreds of 
thousands of pounds, an establishment represent- 
ing the British Government, and considering the 
state of science and knowledge of the present 
day, I say it would be a most disgraceful thing to 
appoint men to these offices, and to give them 
300 1. or 320/. a year-, who are to he examined by 
the Civil Service Commissioners to see whether 
they can spell tolerably well. The Civil Service 
Examiner, in a letter to Mr. Greene, says, “Unless 
otherwise advised, we will examine them at least 
to see whether they spell tolerably well,” or words 
to that effect. I think Mr. Greene, in his evi- 
dence said, that he thought that in any future 
valuation these would be the best class of men. 
I say, that considering the progress of literature 
and science in the present day, it would be dis- 
graceful if the British Government were to 
appoint, in any new valuation, men who could 
merely read and spell tolerably well, men who 
are what are called agriculturists, that is, common 
stewards. If I were the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion, I would say with Falstaff, that I “ would not 
march through Coventry” with such men. 

2256. Do you think that that class of men 
who are merely agriculturists having knowledge 
of reading, were fit, under any circumstances, to 
be appointed valuers ? — Under the circumstances 
that no better could be got. I think Sir Richard 
Griffith could get no better at the time, so that 
he was obliged to employ men that he otherwise 
would not have employed, and whom it would be 
ridiculous to employ now. I know the case of a 
Mr. McCulloch, of Londonderry, who was a 
tutor to a gentleman, I think a Mr. Knox. He 
acted as tutor during part of his time, and during 
the remainder he was in an office of a linen mer- 
chant, serving out patterns for the girls to work 
muslin. From such a position he was appointed 
a valuator ; he said to two friends of mine, one of 
whom is living at the present moment, that he 
did not know why he was appointed a valuator, 
for he had no knowledge of land or of valuation, 
hut he was an intelligent man, and as soon as he 
was appointed he set himself to learn as fast as 
he could : he tried to do the work conscientiously, 
and I believe he became a moderately good 
valuator afterwards. 

2257. Then you seem to think that there is a 
justification for the appointment of men who 
could only read and write moderately, because 
they had some knowledge of agriculture ? — At 
that time there was an excuse for their appoint- 
ment, because it was difficult to get others ; but 
if there is to be a new valuation there can be no 
difficulty in getting men ; we have young gentle- 
men m Ireland who come to London and stand 



competitive examinations for the Civil Service 
of India, for the engineering department, and 
many other departments ; numbers of our youth 
take high places in these competitive examina- 
tions in London, against the whole kingdom. Is 
it reasonable then to say that you would not get 
men fit for this office ? 1 may mention the case 
of my own son, who when under 21 years of ase 
came to London last year to stand a competitive 
examination for the engineering service in India, 
and he passed number six against the whole king- 
dom ; consequently he had his choice of districts 
iu India, and having made himself acquainted 
with the climates of the different portions of 
India he selected Mysore, which is the most 
healthy part of all India, where he is happy in 
performing his onerous duties. There are hun- 
dreds like him : I have four more such coming 
forward. 

2258. Have you seen those field books belong- 
ing to the office, with regard to which evidence 
has been given by Sir Richard Griffith and Mr. 
Greene, to tlieeffect thatthev are able to do certain 
work in the office from those maps and books ? — 
I have read the evidence with great astonish- 
ment. (A Jield book was handed to the Witness .) 
Tins is one of the field books, but I have no map. 
It has been said that they can divide the value 
of a farm into two parts, when the farm is ac- 
tually divided in the country. I do not t hink it 
is possible to do such a thing, from my own 
knowledge, and from what I have heard from 
valuatox-s of even longer expex-ienee than myself, 
I can say that there ax’e no such lines laid down 
on the maps as those described by Mr. Greene 
and Mr. Duffy, to show the value of this por- 
tion or that portion of a lot. Take the case of a 
farm of 100 acres, and suppose it to be divided 
into two lots. Now, in Connaught particularly, 
and in nearly all Ireland it is very rare to find 
50 aci-es of land uniform in value. The values 
are all mixed up. Even in Mr. Pollock’s estate 
which he has improved to such an enormous 
extent there is no such tiling as one field of 
uniform value. I have gone over all las estate. 
What every valuator does is this : after examin- 
ing a lot he writes down, if he does write, “ One- 
third at so much , one-tliird at so much, and one-third 
at so much ; or one-half at so much, one quarter 
at so much, and one quarter at so much. That 
is called the lot. There is no case in which a 
lot with one price attached to it is uniform in the 
opinion of the valuator, but he makes a mental 
average. Mr. Greene said in his evidence that 
the valuer takes his horn scale and draws lines 
on the maps, separating the lot into portions of 
different qualities. He does no such thing ; no 
valuator has been doing that. Then Mr. Greene 
says that the valuator takes his scale and calcu- 
lates the area of each at the different pi’ices, and 
then puts down the whole. There is no such 
mental, or mechanical, or scientific process gone 
through. He looks at the gx-ound, and says to 
himself, “ Half is worth 25 s. an acre, a quarter 
is worth 20 s. and a quarter is worth 18 s.” (I 
only select these numbers to show the principle.) 
The average of that would differ two or three 
shillings an acre from the upper and lower 
qualities. He writes down that average. 
Then, if Sir Richard Gx-iffith, or Mr. Greene, 
or Mr. Duffy will take hold of that map_ 
when it comes into the office, and take hold ot 
the book, they have no means of knowing whe- 
ther the bad part lies to the right hand or to the 
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left. With regard to what is called deductions, 
if there he a portion of the land that is a good 
deal worse or a good deal better than the rest, 
and that would be too far different from the 
average price to put into the average price of 
the lot, he says with regard to that, “Five acres 
at so much” ; but he does not put down upon 
his map where that bad or good bit lies, and it 
is impossible for any man in Sir Richard 
Griffith’s office, looking at a map made four or 
five years ago, with a book in his hand, to know 
wdiere the deduction is, to the north or the south, 
the east or the west of that lot ; I speak from 
experience. It was said by Mr. Duffy that these 
deductions were so small, that even though their 
value differed considerably from the average, 
thev would make little or uo difference in the 
whole. I beg the Committee to remember that 
Mr. Duffy was no valuator ; he would not tell 
you that he Avas capable of valuing a farm ; he 
is a honourable man, and a man that I have a 
great respect for, but he would not say that he 
ever valued a farm, or ever knew how to A'alue 
one ; he Avas not in the field, and therefore 
does not knoAv how they proceed except from 
surmise, and his evidence iu this matter is quite 
Avrong. It is a fact, Avell known to me and many 
others, that these deductions frequently amounted 
to five, or six, or seven acres, either much better 
or much worse than the average, and the valua- 
tor did not mark definitely and permanently on 
the map Avliere the good or bad portion lay ; tve 
often did so in pencil mark. Frequently we 
entered the three or four portions that Ave ave- 
raged for the price of the lot, but Ave rubbed the 
pencil marks out very carefully, and it was a 
rule in the office that if we did not rub them out 
they should be completely nibbed out there, in 
order that the subsequent valuator might not be 
guided by them. 

2259. The O’ Conor Don. ~\ Did you ever know 
deductions to amount to 10 acres or 15 acres? — 

I cannot say at present. Here is an entry in the 
field book: “ Burrower, Lord Ivenmare, one- 
lialf good clean old pasture on sharp loose soil, 
the rest medium arable, 18 s. 6 d." That was 
averaged in my mind. There is no note Avhat- 
ever of the difference between the two ; the pro- 
bability is that there was three or four shillings 
difference betAveen them. Then there come the 
deductions : “ Soil under plantation, 10 acres.” 
That could be ascertained on the map, because 
it is plantation. “ Moory soil, 5 acres, 15 s. 6 d.” 
That cannot be ascertained. 

2260. Do those books and maps of the tene- 
ment valuation show clearly the nature and qua- 
lity of the land, and the value of it ? — The books 
and maps do not show the value of the land as it 
was intended to be published. The price as 
entered in the book in the field had to be changed 
to a great extent before it could be brought to 
the proper valuation of the land. Here is a lot 
in the town of Raheen : “ Brian McSweeney, 
well reclaimed moory arable, now in meadoAv, 
11 s.” I do not see a deduction here exceeding 
five acres ; the greaterpart of them extend to 
three or four acres. Here is one: “Red bog, 
part soft, 55 acres, 6 d., also reclaimed mountain, 
six acres, at 7 s. No one in the office could find 
which part of the lot this deduction is in. 
“Pasturable bog, 3 d.” “pasture, three acres, 
at Is.” Now no man could find out in the map 
or in the book where those three acres lay. 
If we had a map we could see whether these 



lines were there. As far as my experience 
and knoAvledge go, the lines that Mr. Greene 
and Sir Richard Griffith described as being 
on the maps showing the differences Avithin 
a lot, do not exist. I never saiv such liues, and 
I belieA-e there are none such iu existence except 
in a mere chance case ; there may be a few in a 
chance case, or there may be a case prepared for 
the purpose. 

2261. Mr. Fitzicilliam Dick. ] You never srav 
such a map? — I have never seen a map of a valua- 
tion which shoAved by lines the differences of 
quality within a lot, and my firm belief is that 
there is no such tiling in existence ; in fact, I 
know there is no such thing in existence, and I 
venture to say, with all due respect to those 
gentlemen, that they have been trying to mislead 
you on that point. Their evidence is not cor- 
rect. 

2262. Who do you mean by “ they” ? — Sir 
Richard Griffith, Mr. Greene, and Mr. Duffy 
have stated to the Committee that on the maps 
as they lie in their office there are lines draAvn 
showing distinctly the different qualities of land 
within the boundary of what we call a lot, Avhich 
is often a smaller division than a farm, and they 
say, with regard to the deductions that have been 
mentioned, that there are lines drawn showing 
iu what portion of the lot the deductions were 
situated. All this evidence of theirs is quite 
Avrong. 

2263. The O' Conor Don.~\ I think they said 
figures ? — No valuator puts down such things 
except in pencil marks during the day ; they 
Avrite doAvn the prices and the descriptions in the 
field books generally in the field, but they often 
reserved it for aAvet day, or when going in from 
the heat of the Aveafher, when they wrote them 
down in the book from pencil notes made on the 
maps, but the pencil marks were invai'iably 
cleaned out ; they never Avrote anything on the 
map in ink ; if they had not rubbed out the 
pencil marks it Avas a rule that Avhen the maps 
went to the office they were then to be com- 
pletely rubbed out, so that there is no such thing 
as the lines and figures as stated in existence. 

2264. Chairman.] Have you considered the 
subject of the expenditure for revision in Ireland? 
— I have, carefully. 

2265. Do you consider that expenditure to be 
very large ? — I consider it to be excessive. 

2266. Do you consider that it could be done 
equally well for a small portion of the money 
now annually paid by the Treasury and the 
county ? — I think it could be done for a third of 
the expense, about 8,000 1. 

2267. The total expenditure being 24,000 l. ? — 
Yes. 

2268. Have you ever considered what the an- 
nual revision of Galway, Roscommon, and Mayo, 
two of the largest, and a middle-sized county in 
the west of Ireland, may be done for? — Yes, 
I know those counties very Avell, as I live in 
Galivay and have a great deal of business in 
Roscommon ; and I know that I should be glad 
to get the revision of those three counties for 
70 01. a year. I would undertake to do them to 
the satisfaction of the grand juries, and of the 
revising barristers of the counties, and to the 
entire satisfaction of a gentleman from the In- 
land Revenue, if such an officer were appointed 
by the Government, and I would do it on the 
condition that I should not be paid unless I gave 
full satisfaction. 

M 3 2269. For 
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Mr. 2269. For less than a third of the amount at 
J. Lynam. present levied ? — Less than a third. 

. ~ 2270. Do you think that Government could 

7 one i g. a fl.’ or< j t0 <j 0 what we require on the Shannon if 
they would curtail the expenditure on the re- 
vision to the amount for which it could be effi- 
ciently done ? — Yes. I am willing to give a bond 
for 500 l. for the proper execution of my duty. 

227-1. Do you consider that any arrangement 
could be made that would be satisfactory, to 
leave the management of the general valuation 
in its present hands ? — I believe that no arrange- 
ment, under the present superintendence, can 
give satisfaction in Ireland. It is impossible 
that the work of valuation can go on as it should 
go under the superintendence of gentlemen who 
are themselves totally incompetent as valuators. 
It is a well-known fact, that the present Com- 
missioner and the previous Commissioner had 
no qualification as valuators. I believe that a 
good deal : of the work was due to the late Mr. 
Kelly, who was the valuator for all Ireland for a 
number of years. It was he who valued the 
land, and not the men in the field. If 1 am per- 
mitted, I will tell you how he did it. 

2272. You can state it shortly? — There was 
only one instance during the many years that I 
was on the valuation, in which the valuation 
made by the valuator in the field was published 
out of the county, even after deductions for 
climate and local circumstances. The process 
was this : Mr. Kelly got a large sheet of paper 
ruled in columns, with the name of every town- 
land : he entered in one column the amount of 
the value of the townland, as ascertained by cal- 
culating the field valuer’s note; in the next 
column, or one of them, he entered the amount 
of the old poor law valuation ; in the next he 
had the averages of the rents of the district cal- 
culated especially for the purpose ; in another 
column he had the amounts of the valuations of 
some of these townlands as made by second or 
third valuators. He sent a gentleman into the 
country with a list of the valuers, who went 
through the barony or union, and got into con- 
versation with the proprietors, agents, and 
farmers. He ■would ask them, T^bat do you 
think ot such a townland as compared with such 
a one ? The person asked told him his opinion, 
and then lie showed his book, whereupon the 
farmer said perhaps, “ Oh, you are entirely too 
high on that,” or “ a little too low on this.” The 
opinion of each man was entered by this gentle- 
man in Sir Richard Griffith’s office ; Mr. Kelly 
had all these collected from the country, and lie 
spent several hours in each day for a length of 
time in studying all these valuations, and he ulti- 
mately entered in a column on the right hand 
what he considered to be the valuation looking at 
the first valuers estimate, the second, the third, 
the poor law valuation, and the rent, and the 
valuation was published from that ; it was often 
widely different from the valuation made by the 
valuator in the field. 

2273. The O'Connor Don. ] On the last occa- 
sion you were giving evidence with respect to 
the valuation of a particular union in Killarney, 
on which you were engaged at the time you left 
the service ; had you finished that union at the 
tune you left the service ? — I ha d not. 

2274. You never handed it up as finished?— 

I never handed up any portion of my valuation 
ot that district as finished. It was snapped away 
irom me in the office. I may say it was stolen. 



2275. There was no valuator sent to that 
union until after you gave it up, and the books 
were taken from you ?— There was no valuator 
sent to the ground to examine my valuation until 
long after I had left the valuation service. 

2276. Consequently there were no means of 
knowing whether your valuation was a good or 
had one ? — None. 



2277. Therefore, I understand you hold, in one 
word, that you could not have been dismissed or 
sent away for a bad valuation? — Just so; the 
dates will shew that I left the valuation on the 
16th July 1851. Mr. Greene, I suppose, can 
show the date on which Mr. Boyan went there. 
I believe it was long after I left the office. I 
know it was not before. 

2278. In a letter which you read on the last 
occasion from Mr. Shine Lawlor, it is stated 
that you wrote a letter to Mr. Greene marked 
" private,” stating that unless you were reinstated 
by the Board, you would place your official 
knowledge at the service of the solicitors of 
certain appellants against the valuation ? — There 
is one circumstance iu that transaction that I 
regret. Some time after I had left the valuation 
service, my friends surrounded me, and persuaded 
me to write a letter to Sir Richard Griffith. 

2279. Mr. Ayrton. j Is this the letter : “Bonis 
in Ossory, 19th December 1851. Sir, I am going 
to take up the cause of the appellants against 
the valuation in the south-western counties, and 
to assist the attorneys at quarter sessions. They 
do not know the proper questions to put to your 
valuators. I am commencing here, and in Iffa 
and Offa, but my old fellow' labourers, Ryan and 
Freeman, who met me here last night, have per- 
suaded me to offer you my services first; I 
woiild certainly much rather be for you than 
against you. If you accept my services, I will 
abandon my present plans, and assist you to the 
utmost of my power in every way you may re- 
quire. I can suggest a plan by which you 
would prevent nearly all the opposition the 
valuation is meeting. I beg to add that I have 
always felt bound and inclined to treat you with 
the greatest respect and deference. If I was on 
one occasion so irritated as to appear otherwise, 
I am heartily sorry for it. Please to direct to 
me to Stradbally where I will be for a few days 
before going to Iffa and Offa. I have the honour, 
&c. James Lynam.” That letter appears to he 
addressed to Sir Richard Griffith ? — Yes, that is 
my letter. 



2280. The O'Connor Don.~\ It appears that 
you wrote to the Commissioner of Valuation 
asking to be re-employed, and stating that if you 
were not re-employed, you would enter the ser- 
vice of the appellants against the valuation ? — 
Yes; that I would take employment from any 
one who offered it to me, even though those peo- 
ple were appealing against Sir Richard Griffiths 
valuation, but I did not say in that letter that I 
would use my official knowledge or any private 
knowledge that I had. 

2281. Mr. Ayrton. ] Is that so ? — I said I would 
use my utmost talents. 



2282. Do you not say this, "They do not 
know the proper questions to put * to your 
valuators : I am commencing here, and in Iffa 
and Ofia, but my old fellow' labourers, Ryan 
and Freeman, who met me here last night, 
have persuaded me to offer you. my services 
first ” ? — I think I need not be ashamed- of that 
letter now I have heard it ; I had forgotten the 
contents 
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contents of it, I thought it was something worse 
than that. 

2283. Chairman.^ In fact at that time between 
the two litigating parties you would prefer to 
appear on the side of the persons you had ori- 
ginally worked under rather than on the other ? 
—Yes. 

22S4. You did not mean to alter your evidence 
to suit either side ? — Certainly not : I had pre- 
viously observed on several occasions that appeals 
against Sir Richard Griffith’s valuation failed for 
want of proper evidence. I was subsequently em- 
ployed in many cases testing the accuracy of the 
valuations made under Sir Richard Griffith, and 
I found those valuations exceedingly bad : I am 
prepared to give instances ; I say now that worse 
valuations were never made by anyone than 
those made under Sir Richard Griffith. I wish 
to state that on one occasion ! resigned my 
situation formally to Sir Richard Griffith, and I 
received from him a letter in reply. 

2285. The O' Conor Don.' j I suppose at that 

time Sir Richard Griffith had no complaint 
against you ?— No ; his letter to me in 1847 
shows that even for small errors, I “ would not 
lose his confidence I resigned my situation 
under him, and he asked me to remain : this was 
in the year 1847. Sir Richard Griffith’s letter 
goes to show what I believe we all know, that 
no two valuators exactly agree for any extent of 
country in their valuations. I have here a paper 
containing a table prepared in the Valuation 
Office, and officially sent to me in the year 1847. 
It contains the valuations of several townlands 
made in the barony of Inchiquin in the county 
of Clare. * 

2286. W ere those valuations made by you ? — 
They were made by Purdom, Biackman, Free- 
man, Boyan and Lynam. Those valuations are 
here contrasted. 

2287 • And yours differed from the others ? — 
Mine differed from the others, and they differed 
from one another. I wrote a formal letter to 
Sir Richard Griffith resigning my appointment, 
on the valuation, and this is his reply : “ March 
5th 1847. Dear sir, I requested Mr. Kelly to 
write to you in reply to your letter proposing to 
resign your situation in the valuation, but owino - 
to a misconception on his part I regret to find 
that he has not done so. I have carefully re- 
viewed your valuations of the several trial town- 
lands and compared them with the valuations of 
Mi - - Boyan and Mr. Purdom, and on the whole 
I do not see that the discrepancies which oc- 
curred are to be wondered at or complained of. 
The valuation of rocky limestone pastures is 
peculiarly difficult. In a dry summer there is 
nothing visible : in the autumn and the be°in- 
ning of winter they will look best. The spade is of 
no use, and the eye may be deceived, consequently 
the price must be determined rather from in- 
quiry than judgment. On comparing your 
valuations generally with the others, as,"for ex- 
r* pl r Purdom >. Mr. Boyan, Mr. Freeman, 
“C.,' I hnd equal differences among them all- 
consequently it is difficult to determine who is 
f lg , .*• . , om great experience I am in the 
habit ot leaning to Mr. Boyan, but Mr. Pur- 
dom s authority is fully equal to his; and when 

we find such differences as do occur between 
them m the county of Clare, 1 cannot think vou 
have any reason to suppose that I shall lose my 
confidence in you because I find similar dif- 
ierences between your valuations and theirs. I 



think the comparison that has been made should y^ r _ 
be a lesson of humility to us all, and to show j 

that in new and difficult countries we should 

make many inquiries in regard to the actual pro- 7 -,une 
duce from each variety of soil or circumstance 
to assist our judgment. I am, dear sir, your 
obedient servant, Richard Griffith. To James 
Lynam, Esq.” That shows that Sir Richard 
Griffith did not condemn a person as being a bad 
valuator for having serious differences between 
his valuations and the other. The list is here 
and the differences are very considerable. 

2288. Mr. Boyan, I believe, was the gentle- 
man who valued after you? — Yes. 

2289. And he was one of the best valuators, 
was he not ? — He was supposed to be one of their 
best valuators ; it was often said that he was one of 
the best ; Mr. Purdom was another, and I was 
looked upon as equally good, as the letters I read 
on the last occasion will show. Those letters 
were dated subsequently to my leaving the valua- 
tion, and the meetings that were referred to in 
one of them were subsequent to the date of my 
making my valuations in Kerry, which are 
talked of as being so bad. 

2290. You know Mr. Boyan, I suppose, very 
well ? — Very well. 

2291. Was he not a man who could not exa- 
mine a great deal of land in a day, for physical 
reasons ? — He was a moderately old man, and he 
was 19 stone weight; he was physically incapable 
of examining the ground with anything like the 
degree of minuteness that I examined it. 

2292. At the time he valued the county of 
Kerry? — Yes. 

2293. Before you left the Valuation Office 
you have already stated, that you valued several 
portions of Ireland? — Before I left the Valua- 
tion Office I valued in 12 counties. 

2294. Have those valuations been objected to, 
or are they now standing valuations ? — They 
were approved of by the Commissioner, and the 
public at large, on all occasions; for 15 years 
I valued with credit to myself and Sir Richard 
Griffith. 

2295. After you left the Valuation Office, you 
considered yourself quite open to be employed 
by persons appealing against that office ? — Cer- 
tainly, I considered myself quite open to be em- 
ployed by parties appealing against Sir Richard 
Griffith’s valuation, and I have been employed 
to a great extent. If Sir Richard Griffith’s 
valuations in Galway, Roscommon, and Cavan, 
had not been so bad as they were, I should not 
have got half the employment I did get. When 
Sir Richard Griffith was sitting as Commissioner 
in the different counties I have named, I proved 
in his presence that the valuations were exces- 
sively bad, and he made alterations consequent 
thereupon. Here are two valuations of his own 
in his printed returns. In many cases they dif- 
fered 60 per cent., and I assert, deliberately, 
that I am prepared to prove that there was an 
immense amount of valuation made by Sir 
Richard Griffith in Tipperary, in Galway, in Ros- 
common, and in Cavan, that was as bad as any 
valuation ever made by man. I have the items ; 
all I want is time to produce them. 

, 2296. Mr. Moore.~\ What are the two valua- 
tions in which you say there is a discrepancy of 
60 per cent. ?— In the case of Iffa and Offa, in 
Tipperary, valued by Mr. Warwick. I re-valued 
the lands myself, by order of Sir Richard Griffith, 
and I found there 8 s. an acre upon heathy pas- 
M 4 - times, 
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Mr.’ tures, and 16 5. an acre upon land that would 
./. Lynant. grow barley, and there were hundreds of similar 
cases. 

7 June 1869. 2297. What I understand you now to mean 

is, that there were two valuations made by officers 
in Sir Richard Griffith’s employment, which 
differed the one from the other 60 per cent. ? — 
Yes, here they are. 

2298. One of them is your valuation, and 
it differed 60 per cent, from the other ? — That is 
one variety of case, another variety is this : there 
were printed papers called awards by Sir Richard 
Griffith, in which lie gave valuations of land, 
subsequently to our meetings where I was em- 
ployed by the proprietors, and in consequence a 
second valuation was made by Sir Richard Grif- 
fith, and published of the same lands; in one case 
where land was valued at 5l. the subsequent 
paper put it down at 5 d . : in one case the piece of 
drained land was put down at 125 i. and in a sub- 
sequent valuation the amount was 5 1 . ; here are 
the two papers coming from Mr. Griffith’s office; 
there arc many such cases. 

2299. Mr. Ayrton.'] Is there any further infor- 
mation that you desire to afford the Committee ? 
—If the return furnished to this Committee by 
Sir Richard Griffith had said that I left the 
office, or that I was told to leave it, in conse- 
quence of what might perhaps be called insub- 
ordination, I would plead guilty to that to 
some extent ; I was insubordinate, and had been 
some time before I left, with a view to get- 
ting my business carried on properly, and 'not 
with a view to annoy them. He says I was dis- 
missed because my valuations were wrong to such 
an extent in Kerry that he found it necessary to 
re-value almost an entire union ; that statement 
cannot be true unless I handed in a finished 
valuation first, and then he sent a valuator to the 
ground to examine it, and we differed, and it was 
proved that I was wrong and the other man right ; 
now, not one of those things took place: 1 left 
the Valuation Office, whether you call it dis- 
missed or not, in anger. 

2300. If you have any information on any 
new points to give, will' you be good enough 
to state it? — It is now plain that there are 
now no grounds whatever for saying that my 
valuation of the whole of the Magunihy barony, 
around Ivillarney, was so imperfect that they 
were obliged to reject it ; there are no grounds 
for saying that I did not do my business 
correctly ; there arc no grounds whatever for 
saying that I was incompetent ; first, because I 
did not give up the valuation of any portion of it 
finished ; a small portion of it I was finishing, 
and that was taken away from me against my 
will : the rest, amounting to 130,000 acres, I had 
not looked at for three or four years, they had 
not even calculated it when I left; secondly, 
because when the other valuator went over the 
ground in 1852, the whole face of the country 
was changed, and they had to commence the 
whole thing again. 

2301. All this relates merely to the fact of 
your leaving the service ? — Yes. 

2302. Have you any information to give the 

Committee respecting the system of valuation in 
Ireland, in addition to what you have already- 
stated ?— The dates will show that I was not 
dismissed because the valuations were bad. What 
I venture to state, with regard to future valua- 
tions, is, that it cannot be properlv done for 
fin non 7 1 



2303. You mean of the counties that have 
been spoken of? — Yes. 

2304. The whole of Ireland, except the north? 
—It cannot he done for a penny an acre, nor 
for less than twopence. A penny an acre makes 

50.000 and the Commissioners say they can do 
it for that. W e know very well that a valuator, an 
ordinarily active man, cannot physically go over 
more than 100,000 acres in the year. The rule 
on the townland valuation was to do about 

80.000 acres a year. We were not expected to 
do more on the townland valuation. The tene- 
ment valuation is necessarily more tedious, be- 
cause the lots are smaller than in the townland 
valuation. The additional expense would de- 
pend upon the extent to Avhich the re-valuation 
was carried. It is a question whether you will 
make a revision of the present valuation of cer- 
tain counties, or whether you will make a new 
one. A revision could he made for a penny au 
acre; but that revision, I think, would not be 
a valuable document. 

2305. Suppose it to lie proposed to revise the 
valuation, with reference to the scale of prices 
in the Act, and with reference to the item of de- 
ductions for local rates, those being two items of 
arithmetic, what would be the expense of re- 
valuing Ireland with those two corrections?— 
That could be done for less than a penny an 
acre ; far less. 

2306. Then there would be a third item, would 
there not, for improvements within the seven 
years, if we were to take a new period for carry- 
ing back improvements ? — Yes. 

2307. How much do you think would be re- 
quired for that ? — I could not at present say, and 
1 think no one could. 

2308. Do. you think it would be a farthing an 
acre? — I think it could not be done at all; I 
think that for the valuator, as a conscientious man, 
to ascertain the improvements that had taken place 
within the last seven or 14 years, he should exa- 
mine every field in the parish. He could not, from 
looking at the country from the roads, or going 
through the fields in a general way, say, “ This 
has been improved,” or “ This has not been im- 
proved during the last seven years.” That would 
he quite impossible. The question is, What is the 
present value on a certain scale of prices ? and, 
in order to ascertain that, he must dig the ground, 
and examine it all minutely. 

. 2309. Then, when you speak of a new valua- 
tion, you mean an entirely new valuation, all the 
elements being re-considered ? — Yes. 

2310. JDenovo? — Yes. 

2311. As if nothing had been done before 
except the measurement of the boundaries?— 
Yes: I suppose that the boundaries are ascer- 
tained and marked on the map, and that the areas 
are calculated. I say, that even then I think 
paying the men at the rate at which the men are 
now paid, that is, 1 1. a day to the valuator in 
the field, and proportionate pay to surveyors and 
clerks, it would certainly cost 2 d. an acre, in- 
cluding the cost of the Commissioner’s office, 
the cost of appeals, and printing. 

2312. Then your proposal is, that two elements 
only of the existing valuation shall be accepted, the 
boundary and the acreage, and that everything else 
shall be taken de novo ? — That is my proposal ; 
and, as a ratepayer myself, and intimately con- 
nected with a great number of ratepayers, I beg 
to suggest to you, and I most earnestly advise 
you, from my knowledge of valuations, not to 

sanction 
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sanction anything in the shape of a revision, 
looking out for what field lias been improved, and 
what field has not, during the last seven or 10 
years. Either dq with the present valuation, or 
make an entirely new one ; it would cost a mere 
trifle, perhaps nothing more. 

2313. To do what ? — To make an entirely new 
valuation. 

2314. As compared with what? — As com- 
pared with the revision ; taking into account the 
elements that you have described. 

2315. You have explained to us that, taking 
into account those elements, it would cost a halt- 
penny an acre ; now you say it would cost a 
mere trifle if these elements are not taken into 
account? — I have not explained myself suffi- 
ciently. If you commence an entirely new valua- 
tion, making the person whom you send into the 
field as a valuator responsible for the accuracy 
of his valuation when published out, he should 
go through the fields minutely, and he should 
dig the soil in every place where a difference of 
depth, &c. was suspected. 

2316. If the elements of soil, and all the 
other elements, except the tw r o that have been 
mentioned, were also accepted, you have told us 
it would only cost a halfpenny an acre ? — I do not 
know what it would cost in that way. It would 
not cost much ; it would be an arithmetical 
process, I presume. 

2317. Chiefly? — Chiefly. What it would cost 
would depend upon the manipulation of it in the 
office. 1 think it could be done for much less 
than 1 d. an acre ; but I think it would be a 
worthless work. 

2318. Do you think that those are two ele- 
ments of considerable inaccuracy at present; 
the deduction made for rates and the scale of 
prices ? — I do not think that the matter of the 
poor rates has caused much inequality. 

2319. But you think that the deduction from 
the valuation on account of rates and the item in 
the scale of prices in the Act are cases of consider- 
able error and inequality, as regards the present 
valuation? — They are elements. The difference 
in the rate of prices is a considerable element ; but 
I do not think that the circumstance of the poor 
rates is a considerable element of inequality. I 
do not think the poor rates were deducted, or 
used in the manner described to the Committee 
by Mr. Greene. If it was done as he says, what 
you say is quite correct ; but, if it was not done 
as he says, then it is not so, and I think it is not. 

2320. You think if the average poor rates of 
the time were deducted, there would be great 
inequality as compared with present prices, and 
that if these were not deducted, the inequality 
could not exist ? — I know that in the valuations 
I was finishing in Kerry, I made no deduction 
for poor rates ; I was not ordered to do so. 

2321. Had you not a book of instructions ? — 
I had the book of that day. 

2322. Did not that contain instructions? — I 
am not aware that it did. 

2323. What year are you speaking of? — 
1851 ; I know I did not then make the deduc- 
tions. 

2324. Then, if deductions were made in other 
parts ol Ireland, and you made none, so far as 
your work is concerned, it would be very inac- 
curate ? — It would be ; but probably when I left 
others took up the valuation, and they may have 
made the deductions you allude to. 

2325. Do you know whether such deductions 

- 0.57. 



were made in other parts of Ireland? — They 
were not made by the field valuators, I know 
that; what was done in the office, I do not know. 

2326. Would the deductions for poor rates be 
made by field valuators, or would the arith- 
metical calculation arising from that sort of de- 
duction be made in the head office ? — I have 
asked valuators, who have been employed on the 
valuation in the north since 1853, whether they 
collected the necessary knowledge relating to 
these poor rates, and whether they have made 
deductions accordingly, and they told me they 
had not. 

2327. Do you know what was the system in 
the office for the management of the valuation, 
and the making of calculations ? — I do not know 
the system since I left. 

2328. You are not acquainted with the mode 
in which the office has been managed since you 
left it?— No. 

2329. And you left it in 1851 ? — Yes. 

2330. Therefore your observations, as to the 
management of the office, have relation to the 
period anterior to 185 1 ? — Altogether. 

2331. Chairman. ] Has there been any proof 
of directions being given in other parts of Ire- 
land in regard to poor rates? — They were not 
made by the field valuators in the north and in 
the south. 

2332. Mr. Forde.~\ Do I understand that prior 
to 1851, the time when you left the office, you 
had no instruction to deduct the poor rates in 
your valuation ? — At this length of time I would 
not venture to say that I bad no instructions. 

2333. If you did not take the poor rates into 
consideration, you were not doing your duty, if 
you received such instructions ? — I do not know 
whether I may not have omitted that part. 

2334. Mr. Ayrton.~\ We are to understand that 
your views of proceedings on the valuation are 
all deduced from your knowledge of it previous 
to your leaving the Board in 1851? — Yes. 

2335. And you have not attended to its pro- 
ceedings, in detail, since then ? — I have not. 

2336. Did you value the lands in Iffa and 
Offa? — I valued a great part of the barony oi 
Iffa and Offa. They had been previously valued 
by another. 

2337. In that operation you became thoroughly 
conversant with the system of the value of the 
Commission? — Yes, I had been previously con- 
versant with it. 

2338. You became aware of the details of the 
operations of the office in Iffa and Offa, so far as 
related to the proceedings in the country? — I 
think I was completely up to all the details. 

2339. Being completely up to all the details, 
when you wrote to offer your services to oppose 
the valuation, you proposed to oppose what you 
yourself had done? — No; if there had been 
appeals, and I was called on by parties to value 
these lands and give evidence on them, I would 
not have done so. 

2340. You had yourself assisted in these 
valuations ? — Yes. 

2341. Then you proposed to assist in saying 
that they were all wrong? — No. 

2342. Was not that so? — No ; I said I would 
value if called upon by parties opposing, but I 
would not give evidence rf I found those valua- 
tions correct. 

2343. I am asking whether you did not suggest 
that you should conduct the opposition to the 
valuations ?— No ; not conduct it. 

N 2344. Did 



Mr. 

J. Lynam. 
7 June 1SG9. 
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Mr. 2344. Did you not say, “ I am going to take time as a kind of anti-valuer, continually op- 

J. Lynam. up t h e cause of the appellants against the valua- posing the valuations of the Board?— Not prin- 

'J~n7"i86o tl0Q the south-western counties”: in what cipally, that was a part, hut a minor part of my 

' 1 way were you to take up the cause; I suppose income; I enjoy a tolerably ^ good income at 

from your great knowledge and position you present ; I believe I have a great number of 

were to be the manager of the cause ? — That is valuable clients ; for several years I was em- 

a mere phrase. ployed to test the accuracy of Sir Richard 

2345. Then vou say, “ To assist the attorneys Griffith’s valuation, and I can assure you that 

at quarter sessions ; they do not know the nothing can be worse than hundreds of his valua- 

proper questions to put to your valuators” : you tions ; I am prepared to give items, 

therefore were to supply the skill of a valuator 2359. You have been employed to show that 
to the attorneys, who were to supply the legal nothing could be worse ? — Yes. 

formula, they knowing nothing about the valua- 2360. And that is the conclusion you have 
tion ? — Yes. naturally imbibed from this valuation employ- 

2346. You were to be the chief of the valua- ment? — Y’es; I think he is the last man in the 

tion ? — I was to be the expert. There is nothing world that should talk of bad valuations. 

more common in England than for a valuator to 2361. I presume, as you are employed in ob- 
be employed as an expert, and to sit beside jecting to valuations, it is those valuations that 
counsel to make suggestions. are contested and objected to that chiefly come 

2347. You were to show your expertness in under your notice? — Yes. 

proving the erroneous character of your own 2362. And those that are not objected to do 
former valuation? — No. If my valuation had in not come under your notice? — No; all are uotbad. 
any case been published out wrong, I should 2363. In point of fact your life has been passed 
have been glad to assist in correcting it. in discussing the valuations that, are supposed to 

2348. You say, “ I can suggest a plan by be erroneous and that have been objected to? — 
which you could prevent nearly all the opposition Certainly ; all Sir Richard Griffith's valuations 
the valuation is meeting ” : if the valuation met are not wrong, nor half of them. 

no opposition, it would remain? — It was receiving 2364. How many appeals have you conducted 
a great deal. yearly during the last five years ? — I do not say 

2349. If the valuation was not opposed, it that 1 have conducted any. 

would remain; is not that the case ?— -Yes ; but 2365. Hoiv many have you been profession- 
there was an immense amount of opposition at ally engaged in assisting ? — I could not tell you ; 
the time. a great number. Permit me to say that I have 

2350. According to the law, if the valuation never been employed as a witness, or otherwise, 

was not opposed it would remain, would it not, to oppose any part of the townland or tenement 
as the valuation ? — Y’es. valuation on appeal. That letter was written in 

2351. You proposed that it should remain ? — a moment of irritation, but it was never acted on. 

If correct. and never would be. 

2352. You say, “ I can suggest a plan by 2366. Still, I understand you to say that yon 

which you could prevent nearly all the opposition bad been extensively engaged in opposing the 
the valuation is meeting ” ? — Having the valua- valuation ? — It was not against the townland 
tion published correctly ; that was my plan. valuation, or tire tenement valuation, but other 

2353. That would be another valuation? — valuations made by Sir Richard Griffith. 
Certainly. Mine was a plan by which the valua- 2367. I want to know how many cases have 
tion could be published correctly ; I knew it been entrusted to you, on an average, yearly, 
was published in a very loose manner, and that a since 1851 ? — It has ceased within the last four 
great amount of it was wrong before it went out. or five years. For several years I had, perhaps, 

2354. Your letter says that you are going to 50 or 100 a year. 

oppose the valuation ; then you propose to with- 2368. You were looked upon in Ireland as the 
draw from opposing the valuation ; is not that great antagonist to be resorted to, from your 
so ? — Yes. knowledge of the office, and your skill in op- 

2355. Then if you withdraw from opposing posing the valuations ? — I have been very gene- 

the valuation, and you say the attorneys know rally employed by landowners, and there is 
nothing about it and cannot oppose it because of scarcely an assize at which I am not engaged as 
their ignorance, the natural result of the whole a professional witness. That is the reason why 
operation is that the valuation would remain un- I fear that the expression made use of by Sir 
opposed?— I think it is clear, from the letter, that Richard Griffith in his evidence here may do me 
I said I could propose to Mr. Griffith a plan of serious pecuniary damage, and I implore the 
publishing his valuation so as to avoid appeals. Committee to sift the evidence, and if they find 
by having it published in a correct manner and it is erroneous, that they will have it corrected, 
not in an inaccurate manner. The matter is a vital one to me. 

2356. That is your view of what you meant ? 2369. Did these cases extend all over Ireland, 

— Yes ; that was in my mind at the time ; I had as far as the valuation went? — No ; they were 
no intention of giving any assistance to any at- in the counties of Galway, Roscommon, Cavan, 
torney or any appellant that would cause a wrong and perhaps Fermanagh. There may have been 
figure to be inserted in any book. another county. 

2357. However, you think there is nothing to 2370. How many a year do you think you had, 
regret in being employed to make a valuation, taking in those five counties ? — I cannot tell; it 
and then tendering your services to other people would be a mere guess. 

to oppose it? — I did not do it; I was employed 2371. Cannot you be a little more precise than 
several times by gentlemen opposing Sir Richard you have been? — I will say 30 or 40. 

Griffith’s valuation, and I made a large income 2372. You think you had as many as 30 in a 
by it. year? — You pressed me to make a guess ; I am 

2358. You have been, in fact, living for some sure it must have been 30 ; I think so. 

2373. In. 
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2373. In those 30 eases, how many did you 
succeed in generally ? — I could not tell you. 

2374. Do you think in half the number ? — In 
every case in which, on examining the ground, I 
considered that the valuation was correct, I ad- 
vised my people to stop short. 

2375. In how many of the 30 cases do you 
think you stopped short, believing that you could 
not question the valuation successfully ? — I could 
make no guess. 

23 7 G. How many do you think ? — I have not 
turned my attention to the subject, and I have 
no note by me. 

2377. Mr. Sullivan .] Can you not say in how 
many cases of appeal you succeeded? — No: in 
one district, that of Killimore, in Galway, I may 
say roughly that there were about 40 cases : and 
I think I succeeded in 35. In four or five, I 
advised the parties to give up. I think in every 
case where an appeal was made, the valuation 
was reduced. In several cases, we did not ap- 
peal. 

2378. Mr. Ayrton.] Do you think that that is 
the proportion of successful cases in other dis- 
tricts ? — No. We did not succeed afterwards. 
Tiie Commissioners made up their mind that they 
would make no reduction, no matter what evi- 
dence was given. Colonel McKerlie said in Ros- 
common that they would make no reduction in 
consequence of any evidence. 

2379. That must have been a strange kind of 
court in which they sat to hear evidence, and 
began by saying that whatever evidence was 
given they would not attend to it ? — Such is the 
strangeness of courts that I have several times 
attended in Ireland ; but there is this slight dif- 
ference, chat it was not at the beginning, it was 
after he had heard the evidence he said that he 
would make no reduction. 

2380. Mr. Sullivan.'] Do you mean to say that 
Colonel McKerlie said in open court that no 
matter what evidence was given, he would make 
no reduction? — I think f can give you his words. 
There may be a shade of difference. 

2381. You had better be accurate ? — It was in 
Roscommon, and the words were to this effect, 

“ We will make no reduction in this district in 
consequence of any evidence we have heard.” 

2382. Mr. Ayrton .] “ Any evidence we have 
heard ” ; that evidence may have been of such a 
nature as not to affect the valuation ? — All valua- 
tions are matters of opinion : the day but one 
after that we had another meeting, and the valua- 
tors saw that anything they might say would be 
paid no attention to. 

2383. In what year did that occur ? — I think 
in 1855, or 1856, or 1857. 

2384. What was the reason of your great suc- 
cess in opposing the valuation of the particular 
district of which you first spoke ? — The reason 
why I was so successful there, was that the 
valuation was most awfully wrong. 

2385. What was the particular error ? — Some 
lauds were too high, and some too low. 

2386. Did you not go into the details? — I 
did. 

. 2387. What was the particular source of error 
m the district ? — I do not know. When the 
valuations were published out, the proprietors 
lodged appeals, and they employed Henry Brett, 
a county surveyor of "Wicklow, and John Evans, 
of Galway , and others ; they employed me singly ; 

I revalued the lands appealed against. In seve- 
ral of my cases I found that the valuations were 
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rather low, and when I told my clients that, they 
abandoned their appeals ; in other cases I found 
that the valuation was too high. An appeal 
meeting was held, and Sir Richard Griffith ad- 
journed it for three months, and sent another 
valuator of his own to re-value the entire district, 
and he changed it to the extent that I have men- 
tioned. In one case where 5 l. was put down in 
the first instance, 5 d. was put down in the 
second, and in another case 15 51. was reduced 
to 55 l. The cause of my success there was the 
badness of the valuation published. 

2388. Some one had clone the work badly ; 
Sir Richard Griffith had it re-valued, and the 
errors to which his attention had been called 
were corrected ? — He was forced by the oppo- 
sition to reconsider the valuation, and he made 
the reductions that I have mentioned. 

2388. Where two people quarrel about the 
mode of valuing, one way to ascertain the nature 
of the difference between them would be to 
know how they arrived at their total? — Yes. 

2390. By a comparison of details? — It so hap- 
pened that I valued the lands at Killimore several 
years previously for Sir Richard Griffith on the 
townland valuation. My field notes and the 
maps were in the office in Dublin. That was 
one reason why people employed me. They 
knew that 1 had made the valuation of these 
lands before the commencement of the drainage 
works. They said to themselves, “ This is the 
man who valued the lands for Sir Richard 
Griffith himself previously to the drainage works, 
and now that the works are finished, we will 
employ him to go over the lands again, and give 
his evidence.” 

2391. You yourself had assisted in making a 
valuation of the lands in which the appeal was so 
successful ? — I had. 

2392. Then, when you appeared on the other 
side, you exposed the errors of the valuation ? — 
Not at all. 

2393. It seems to he so? — Quite the con- 
trary. 

2394. Then we must have misunderstood each 
other? — I will make it clear. I had valued the 
land of the country for Sir Richard Griffith 
previously to the commencement of the drainage 
works. That valuation was published out, ap- 
pealed against, lodged, and acted upon for years. 

I had been away for many years subsequently. 

I returned to Galway, and took a farm there, 
and was living in this district. About 10 
years had elapsed. I had made a valuation 
previously to the commencement of the works, 
and if I made another valuation subsequent 
to the completion of the works, the difference 
ought to be the value conferred by the drainage. 

I was not finding fault with my own valuation. 

2395. This re- valuation and alteration of which 
you have been giving evidence to the Committee, 
was, in point of fact, a contention of valuations 
under the Shannon Drainage Act ? — It was under 
a drainage Act. 

2396. It had nothing to do with the contention 
against, or the objections to, the valuation of Ire- 
land under the General Valuation Act? — No, it 
had not. 

2397. Will you explain why you stated when 
I asked you how many times you had been op- 
posed to the valuation of Ireland, you said that 
in one part of the country you had had 35 or 40 
cases in a year, in all of which you had been 
successful with the exception of about five ; is 
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not that an inaccuracy, and is it not a fact that 
those transactions had reference to the valuations 
under the Drainage Act? — Not at all; I dis- 
tinctly stated in a previous answer that I had 
never gone, either for pay or otherwise, to oppose 
Sir Richard Griffith’s tenement or townland 
valuation ; that I had never appeared in any court 
against it. When I mentioned these valuations 
I did not say that they were townland or tene- 
ment, I said the valuations were made by and 
under Sir Richard Griffith. 

2398. But for a totally different purpose; they 
related to the effect of the drainage worts? — They 
were made for the same purpose, that of ascer- 
taining the value of the land. 

2399. Were they not contentions under the 
Drainage Act, as to the effect of improvements 
by drainage ? — I would not call them contentious ; 
there was a valuation published out of the assess- 
ment upon each property, which valuation was 
subsequently proved by Sir Richard Griffith’s 
own signature to be most shockingly bad; any 
appeals against that should not be called con- 
tentions. 

2400. Was that valuation at all made under 
the General Valuation Act of Ireland, of which 
we have been speaking? — No; but it was made 
under Sir Richard Griffith. 

2401 . What have we to do with that ? — It is 
to show how awfully erroneous were the valua- 
tions made by him. 

2402. Are we to understand now, that you 
have never been engaged in investigating a valua- 
tion made under the General valuation Act 
since you left the office ? — I have been so engaged, 
but I have never appeared in court, nor have 
I supplied evidence. I have been engaged in 
mvestigating. 

2403. In what way ? — In the very case referred 
to, I had to get my previous valuations. Lord 
Clanncarde asked me, when the Tenement Valua- 
tion was published, to look over the valuations 
of his farms, and to say, generally, whether it 
would be advisable to appeal or not. In the case 
of the Shannon works I also had to investigate 
the circumstances. 

2404. I want you to confine your evidence to 
the General Valnation Act, which is all we are 
inquiring into ?— I have frequently had occa- 
sion to examine the accuracy of the tenement 
valuation. 

2405. In what way?— In the way I have told 
you. 

2406. You have told us that one nobleman 
asked you to look at his valuation ; what became 
of that?— I advised him to appeal in some cases, 
and not in others. He lodged his appeals, and 
a valuator was sent from the office, who lowered 
the valuation. It stopped there ; there was no 
appeal to the court. 

2407. Can you tell us the number of cases in 

which you have been so employed ? — I said that, 
on a comparison in the case of the Shannon works"' 
where the valuations were so irrelevant 

2408. That was a valuation in reference to the 
Shannon drainage ?— No ; the townland valua- 
tion and the tenement valuation were compared 
and I found them very inaccurate. 

2409. Was that with reference to the publi- 
cation of the general valuation, or with reference 
to contentions that arose under the Drainage 
~. ct • I do not call these things contentions. 
If the proprietors were not to appeal they would 
be awfully mulcted by some of the valuation. 



2410. I ask you whether the occasions of which 
you speak were occasions that arose on the first 

E ublication of the valuation under the General 
_ drainage Act, or whether they were cases aris- 
ing in the prosecution of the Drainage Acts?— 
With regard to the publication, there were those 
instances that I have mentioned of Lord Clan- 
ricarde, and two others whose names I forget, in 
my own neighbourhood ; but subsequently it was 
with regard to the drainage operations. 

2411. I want you to confine yourself to the 
General Valuation Act. Have you been em- 
ployed in any way in scrutinising the valuation 
under the General Valuation Act, to take excep- 
tion to the published valuation, with reference to 
appeals, or otherwise? — No; not that I remem- 
ber. There may have been a few cases, but I 
never appeared in court, and I never supplied 
evidence. 

2412. I am asking you whether you were em- 
ployed to investigate, and you say “ no, except 
in a few cases ; ” is that accurate ? — Yes ; in the 
drainage cases on the Shannon. 

2413. I mean under the general Act? — These 
were under the general Act. 

2414. Those were under the Drainage Act. 
I am now speaking of the published valuations 
under the General Valuation Act, which were 
published for persons to appeal against. I want 
to know whether, after the first publication has 
been nude, you have been employed in investi- 
gating those valuations, with a view of appealing 
against them? — Scarcely at all, except in the 
cases already mentioned. 

2415. You have, in four or five cases, been so 
employed ? — I do not say I was employed in any 
case ; I rather think I was not. 

2416. You think not in any case? — Not as a 
matter of support. If I did so, it was merely to 
oblige others. 

2417. Now, we understand that you have 
never been employed in any case in investigat- 
ing any published valuation with a view to 
taking exception to it ? — To have any appeal 
lodged against it. 

2418. Or to have it altered ? — To have an 
appeal lodged against it ; I flunk that would be 
more correct. I have not. 

2419. Then it appears that you know nothing 
of the proceedings of the office since 1851, when 
you left it, and have never been employed to 
examine any valuation, by the Irish Valuation 
Board, with a view to appeal against it ? — No. 
With regard to the proceedings of the office, 
there is one item I know, viz., the cost of the 
valuation, which is enormous, three times more 
than it ought to be. 

2420. Chairman.] Do you say that you 
were employed incidentally on account of im- 
provements said to be effected by the drain- 
age ? — T es, to a great extent. 

2421. Mr. Ayrton.\ You were very much 
afflicted at the removal from the office, it seems ? 
— I was angry. 

2422. 1 ou have never forgotten the fact ?-—I 
have forgiven them long ago. I can say con- 
scientiously that I have entirely forgiven them ; 
but it is impossible to forget. 

2423. Will you inform the Committee what 
reason was assigned to you when your services 
were dispensed with? — None whatever. 

2424. How did you go ; will you tell us what 
was said to you ? — I wrote a letter to Mr. Greene 
from the village of Milltown, in Kerrv, on the 
10th 
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10th of July 1851. In consequence of Mr. 
Greene’s reply to that letter I proceeded to 
Dublin, taking all the books and maps that could 
be spared: I then went into the office and placed 
these books and papers on the table beside me. 
I waited till Mr. Greene was disengaged and able 
to come to me. When 15, or 20, or 30 minutes 
had elapsed I walked out of the room for five or 
six minutes ; when I returned my books and 
maps were gone from the table on which I had 
left them. I asked for them, but I was told that 
they were not to be given to me. I asked to 
see Mr. Greene, and I asked him in a very 
civil manner to give me my books, but he 
refused ; I asked where Mr. Griffith was. Mr. 
Greene said he was in London ; I asked when 
he would be home, and Mr. Greene said he did 
not know. I begged him to give me the books ; 
he said, “ No, the matter is now between you aud 
Mr. Richard Griffith; you must, wait until he 
comes home.” I then said, £ " TV ill you give me 
the books of one parish on which I have been 
engaged the last few days, and let me hand it up 
finished ?” but he would not. I then asked him 
if he would give me some other work to go on 
with until Mr. Richard Griffith returned to 
London. He said, “ There is none for you.” I 
was obliged to walk into the street and remain 
idle for a fortnight, until Mr. Richard Griffith 
came home. During the 15 years that I served 
under Sir Richard Griffith on the Boundary 
Survey* and on the Valuation, there was never 
the slightest censure passed on me. 

2425. How did you finally get away from the 
office ? — I walked out of the office saying some 
hard things to Mr. Greene ; in fact, I said very 
hard things. 

2426. You probably used what is commonly 
called disrespectful language ? — Considering that 
he was my superior it was rather disrespectful, 
but under the circumstances I think I was per- 
fectly justified. 

2427- You have told us that you waited for 
Sir Richard Griffith’s return to Dublin ? — Y es ; 

I received a note from him stating that he wished 
to see me ; I went to the office and there saw 
Sir Richard Griffith, Mr. Greene, and oue or two 
clerks ; they had a pile of papers on the table, 
and they began to show Sir Richard Griffith, 
before me, the discrepancies, errors, omissions, 
and incompletenesses in my books ; I was under 
the impression, and I know I was right, that it 
was not my duty according to the rules of the office 
to have kept these things in order ; they did not 
relate to the value of the land nor to the price 
per acre of any lot in Kerry ; they related to the 
numbers placed on the maps beside cabins and 
small gardens, and these numbers did not corre- 
spond in the seven documents in which they were 
inserted. 

2428. "Will you tell us what happened? — 
These things were produced, and I refused to 
admit them as evidence of any fault; there 
was no allegation that there was anything wrong 
or suspected in my valuation ; but there was a 
list showing discrepancies in the books which 
should have been corrected by the surveyor, and 
which would have been corrected in two or three 
days if they had not been taken away from me. 
I cannot tell you. the exact words that passed, 
but a few words did pass, and I spoke high, and 
unfortunately Sir Richard Griffith got angry, 
he bade me leave his house, and told me not to 
let him see my face a»ain. 
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2429. You spoke high; I suppose that is 
another mode of saying that you expressed your- 
self disrespectfully ? — I am sure I never in my 
life uttered a disrespectful word with regard to 7 
Sir Richard Griffith until I read his evidence 
about me before this Committee. 

2430. What is the meaning of speaking high ? 

— In a loud voice ; I could swear that I never 
spoke a disrespectful word of him or to him. 

2431. He told you to go away ?— Yes, he 
said, “ Let me never see your face again.” 

2432. That is the history of your removal 
from the establishment ? — Yes ; whether it was 
a dismissal or not, each gentleman can form 
his own opinion. I beg you will bear in mind 
that up to that day no censure was ever passed 
upon me as a valuator, aud no intimation was ever 
given to me that there was the slightest suspicion 
that my valuation was wrong ; to say that I was 
dismissed because my valuation was wrong is the 
opposite of truth. 

2433. What period of the year was that in ? — 
The 16th of July 1851 ; I have copies of the 
letter that I wrote to Sir Richard Griffith on 
the occasion when Mr. Greene sent me out of 
the office without work ; I also have his answer 
and my reply to that. 

2434. Had there been no contention or dis- 
cussion between you and your superiors with 
reference to your mode of conducting the valua- 
tion before that ? — Yes ; there had been a good 
deal of correspondence, not exactly contention, 
in which we differed widely in our opinions. 
The correspondence has been partly put in ; the 
remainder is here. 

2435. You entertained one opinion, and your 
superiors entertained another? — Yes; but my 
superior was not ray superior ; he bad been only 
eighteen months on the valuation, and I had 
been seven years. 

2436. He was over you ? — Yes ; he was totally 
wrong, and I was right. 

2437. He had authority over you? — So much 
the more pity for the country. 

2438. Is it- the fact? — The correspondence 
will show. 

2439. Mr. Greene corresponded with you as 
representing Sir Richard Griffith, did he not? — 
Yes. 

2440. You differed? — I differed. 

2441. You insisted upon having your own wav, 
contrary to the instructions given to you, because 
you thought you were right? — Not precisely. 

I insisted in polite language that I should have 
not my own way, but the usual way established 
in the office for yeai’s; and that Sir Richard 
Griffith should not go on in the way in which he 
was going on, in opposition to the rules of the 
office, ana in opposition to the rules of good 
sense. 

2442. Did you not receive a letter representing 

Sir Richard Griffith’s opinion, couched in these 
terms: tc 25th February. — Your attention is 

again directed to the amendments necessary to 
be made in your field books, which should have 
been made to correspond accurately with the 
field sheets. They are again returned to you 
for that purpose, and you are directed to make 
these amendments before you proceed with any 
other work.” Did you receive a letter to that 
effect ? — I did. 

2443. You did not conform to these instruc- 
tions ? — I did as far as I practically could. 

N 3 2444. Did 
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Mr. 2444. Did Sir Richard Griffith or Mr. Greene not ; no great national work of this kind can be 

J. Lynam. te ]j y 0U that they thought you had conformed carried on satisfactorily, if the parties at the head 

. — ~ ' , to the instructions ? — Tliev did not. of it have no qualifications so as to know whether 

7 June ;t>og. 0445. Did they not tell you to the contrary? it is going on well or not. For instance, if two 
— They did: but they were' wrong. It was the valuators differ, Mr. Greene is quite incapable 

rule of the office, and properly so, that a sur- of knowing which is right and which is wrong by 

veyor should revise the boundaries, and calculate going to the ground. 

and revise the numbering. 2455. Is it not the case that Sir Richard 

2446. After those letters had passed and these Griffith estimated the valuation originally, at a 

remarks were made as to the mode of performing halfpenny an acre, about 25,000 l . — I know the 
your duty, Sir Richard Griffith finally called you amount of his estimate was very low, compared 
before him, and explained your conduct to you : with the actual cost. 

you spoke high, and then he sent you away? — 2456. I believe 25,000 7., in his opinion, was 

He did not explain my conduct. thought to be sufficient ? — I do not remember tbe 

2447. Did he not bring before you certain figures. I know they were far under tbe actual 
papers, and point out to you wbat he conceived cost. When the annual revisions had been pro- 
to be errors of conduct on your part, and did it gressing some years, I wrote a letter saying that 
not end in your speaking high ? — When I was if the Government were to pay a half of these 
with Sir Richard Griffith on tlie occasion alluded annual revisions in future, and the counties were 
to, I was charged with discrepancies in my books, to pay half, the result would be that each would 
but it is important to state that these matters have to pay as much as one paid before, and that 
that were brought before Sir Richard Griffith as the cost would be doubled. That was perfectly 
bearing against me on that day had no relation correct. Then the cost was 12,000 7., and now 
whatever to the valuation. They had relation it is 25,000 7. 

merely to the business of the clerks and survey- 2457. Is your general assertion that the pre- 
ors. It should be remembered that Mr. Greene sent valuation establishment could not with ad- 
liad frequently promised me in 'writing, and ver- vantage make a new valuation, confined entirely 
bally, that he would send me surveyors enough to your remark that Mr. Greene would be unfit 
to arrange the boundaries and the numbers. He to decide in case two valuators differed ? — My 
knew very well that that was their business, and opinion is not confined to that ; it takes in a little 
not mine, and that I bad several times written to more. 

him, telling him that I could not make progress 2458. Will you state the little more ? — From 
unless he sent a surveyor. He did not send -what I know of the present staff of valuators, I 
a surveyor, and it was impossible that I could do think there are only three or four that could be 
these things. counted on as good land valuators. Of course, 

2448. We understand that there was the great- that staff would be totally incapable of progress- 
es^ possible, difference between you and Sir ing with the rapidity that would be desirable. It 
Richard Griffith as to the mode in which you would be essential to employ 10 or 12, or 15 or 
should perform your duties ? — Not the greatest 20 others, in the course of the year. 

possible difference ; it was a matter ot detail. 2459. Then you mean it would be necessary 

2449. But it was a very strong difference that to enlarge the establishment to take in the work 
led to your speaking high ? — Mr. Greene pro- of a re-valuation ? — It would. 

mised to send a surveyor to do this work, which 2460. Apart from enlarging the staff, there is 
he afterwards complained was not done, and he no other objection, in your opinion, to the capa- 
did not do so. That was the cause of the errors, city of the present Board, except what you have 
The matters brought against me were attributable stated, that Mr. Greene would not be able to 
to his not having sent a surveyor. It was en- decide in case two valuators differed? — None 
tirely nis own misconduct, and if you will read other. Mr. Greene is fully capable of carrying 
my letter you will see that I charged him with on the office, as he has hitherto earned it on; 
^ ia *. . that is, directing one valuator to go here, and 

2450. Do I gather rightly from your former another to go there, and superintending the 

answers, that on the whole you think it desirable arithmetical operations of those. No doubt he 
that Ireland should be re-valued ? — I think it is perfectly competent to do that, and a great 
desirable that Ireland should be re-valued ; I am mauy other things. The only defect is, as he 
quite certain of that. once remarked to me in walking through Ennis, 

2451. Do you think it should be re-valued by a he was sorry he did not know somethin «• of the 
more skilful body of men than those who valued valuation of land. 

it previousiy, or who are now in the Valuation 2461. Mi-. Sullivan.'] When was that?— 
Office, or do you think that they are skilful Shortly before the date of Lord Inchiquin’s 
enough t — I think that the men in the Valuation letter to me. 

Office are very skilful and quite capable of 2462. Before 1851 ? Yes. 

performing their duties, but if you are going to 2463. Mr. Ayrton .] Do you suppose that Mr. 
make a new. valuation and employ 15 or 20 new Greene has remained stagnant in mind ever since? 
men, you will need higher qualifications. — I fear he has. 

.2452. You. would, require to obtain more 2464. Have you had much personal inter- 
ekilful people in addition? — I think so. course with Mr. Greene? — He may have become 

2453. That of course would incur some ad- a valuator since, but it is not probable, 

ditional expense?— -Yes ; I should recommend a 2465. Have you had much personal intercourse 
new valuation and not a patching up of the old with Mr. Greene since 1851 ? — None what- 
one. ever. 

2454. Chairman .] You have stated . your 2466. You have never communicated with 
opinion, that if the valuation was left in its him any way ?— I have written letters to him. 
present hands it would not be possible to have an He may have become an exceedingly good valua- 
ecouomical or an accurate valuation ?— It would tor for aught I know, but I doubt it. 

2467. In 
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2467. In point of fact, your view of this special 
incapacity of Mr. Greene is deduced from your 
knowledge of him when he was a subordinate in 
the office in 1851 ? — Yes. 

2468. With that exception, the establishment 
as regards quality is quite fit, but it would re- 
quire enlargement ? — There is another element 
of reform which is very important. The gentle- 
men in the office, I have no doubt, are per- 
fectly competent to their duties, but the system 
in the office is utterly and radically wrong. There 
should not be any gentleman in the office govern- 
ing the figures of valuation that are made and writ- 
ten down by the men in the field. The system 
of carrying on the annual revisions and the 
tenement valuations are in my mind, and I think 
it will be in the mind of every one of the Com- 
mittee, the reverse of what they ought to be. 
The land valuator ought to be the principal man ; 
he should put down his value of the land from 
inspection in the field, and it should not be in 
the power of any clerk in the office, no matter 
what may be his title, to turn these from one 
side to the other, and to make alterations. 
Another matter is this, the expense to the pub- 
lic of the man in the field ought to be seven- 
eighths of the total expense. There ought to be 
clerks in the office certainly, but the cost ought 
to be a small proportion of the total cost. The 
payment of the valuator in the field and his 
labourers should be the principal part of the 

2469. The O' Conor Don.] When Mr. Greene 
stated to you that he knew nothing about valua- 
tion, was he in a subordinate position? — He was 
at that time, and he styled himself in his letters 
to me general superintendent of the general 
valuation of Ireland ; I knew at the time that he 
had no capacity whatever as a valuer. 

2470. Mr. Ayrton. ] Now he is the head, is he 
not ? — Yes, and lie was the head then. 

2471. Had he not Sir Richard Griffith over 
him then ? — That was a small matter ; Sir 
Richard Griffith never valued with the valuators. 

2472. He was the person referred to in diffi- 
cult cases ? — In difficult cases, as to whether a 
valuation was correct or not. Sir Richard Griffith 
never interfered. 

2473. Is that your evidence, that when ques- 
tions arose with respect to the value of any land, 
Sir Richard Griffith never interfered ? — Yes, and 
I will state it more accurately. During the time 
when I was on the valuation, about eight years, 
we had appeals in many coimties, and to my 
knowledge, both from what I saw and from con- 
versations I had with others, during that time 
Sir Richard Griffith never valued a lot on the 
ground with any valuator. When I joined the 
service he did not ask me any question tending 
to elicit from me whether I was a valuer or not ; 
he never went with me into the field, or per- 
ambulated a barony or a parish, or an acre; nor 
did he go with any of the others who were em- 
ployed at the same time. In one case where we 
had a difference about the valuation he was 
ottered a carriage and a pair of horses to go to 
the ground and see it himself, and judge between 
the two valuators ; he then said he did not pre- 
tendto be a valuator ; that was on the bench of 
the Court House in Cavan. 

24/4. Colonel Taylor .] What year was that? 
— Sometime after 1853. 

2475. Mr. Sullivan.] In open court he avowed 
that he did not pretend to be a valuator ? — Or 
0.57. 



words to that effect; we offered him a carriage ^r. 
and a pair of horses, but he would not go. J. Lynam. 

2476. Chairman .] You were asked by the 

Secretary of the Treasury whether you were not - June 1869. 
afflicted at parting from the Valuation Board of 

Ireland ? — I think I may say I was afflicted. 

2477. That affliction possibly was increased by 
your knowledge of the fact that when you were 
parted with, several new, untried, and incompe- 
tent men were placed in that office ? — It was 
increased by' the circumstance to which you 
allude, and particularly by one salient circum- 
stance which I desire to mention. They sent to 
inspect me in the county of Kerry a certain 
gentleman who was styled an inspector of valua- 
tors, a Mr. Waters, who had been a clerk in a 
poor law union in the county of Wicklow, and 
subsequently he was a vice guardian of some 
unfortunate union in the west during the famine 
time ; some time afterwards he was employed on 
the valuation, and they styled him inspector of 
surveyors and valuators. I was told that he 
came and set up at Finn's Hotel, at Killarney, 
opposite my lodging, and got the waiters to point 
me out to him that he might recognise me in the 
street, and keep a watch on me going in and out. 

Subsequently he came to inspect me at Miltown 
in Kerry ; this was in J uly, about a fortnight before 
the occurrence took place in Dublin between me 
and Mr. Greene. Abouttwo o’clock in the day, the 
weather being very warm, I had been out early, 
and had got my day’s work done ; I was sitting in 
my own room when this gentleman came to me, 
and told me he had come to inspect me ; 1 got hold 
of the maps and books, and I said, " Come to the 
fields that you may see whether I am putting the 
proper field values on the lands ; shall we take a 
car or walk ” ? He declined, and he very soon 
let it out that he was no valuator at all, and that 
he would not go with me to the field. I told him 
that there were some difficult pastures in Kerry 
covered with a certain kind of rush, the Juncus 
squnrrosus , that an ordinary person would think 
nothing ; I said to him, “ I know that a Kerry cow 
on these pastures will fill two firkins of butter ; 
come and see whether I am putting the right 
value on these,” but he would not go. I then 
said, “ For what purpose do you come here ”? 

He said, " I came here to look at your books 
and maps to see if they are right.” I then said, 

“ If I show you my books and maps, will you 
know whether they are right ” ? meaning right 
in regard to valuation. "'Well,” he said, "I 
can’t say that I would.” He then said to me, 

“ Are you a greater man than Mr. Boyan or Mr. 

Freeman”? I said, " Did you inspect them”? 

"No,” says he, “ but I will.” Then, said I, “ Go 
and inspect them.” He took one of the maps, 
and looked at it about three seconds, then laid it 
by and retired. In the course of the evening I 
met this gentleman on a car ; he said to me, 

" You are a gentleman and a man of the world, 
and you should know it is not wise to kick 
against the authorities.” I said to him, “ You 
are a gentleman, and a man of the world, and 
you know that the business you have been sent 
on here is utter and complete humbug, and I beg 
you will give my compliments to Mr. Greene 
when you go home, and tell him that I said so.” 

These are the causes of my abruptly leaving the 
office. 

2478. You were asked a question in relation 
to the improvements from drainage or otherwise, 
whether you considered it was the duty of the 

N 4 person 
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j j 1 ' person employed to revise to make an entry of 

' ‘ the increase or decrease of the value of lands in 

•7 June j86q. ^lisequence of the improvements? — Yes. 

2479. If you were employed upon the ground, 
would you take any of the calculations of the 
Board of Works with regard to the improvement 
of the land as a basis of your calculation? — I 
would not, because 1 found from experience that 
these calculations are wonderfully wrong ; you 
can scai’cely conceive how wide these valuations 
were, in many instances, from the truth. 

2480. The O’ Conor Don.] Under what de- 
partment were those valuations made? Were 
they made by the Valuation Department? — 
Some of them were ; the greater part of them 
were not, but all were made under Sir R. Grif- 
fith. 

2481. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart. .] You say you 
think that a new valuation of Ireland is desirable ? 
— 1 said, not the whole of Ireland, but the part 
valued a long time ago. 

2482. You mean your answer to apply to 
parts valued a long time ago? — Yes. 

2483. How long ago? — Fifteen years and 
upwards. 

2484. That would take you to 1854. Should 
you say that the letting value is now higher than 
it was in 1854 ? — Yes, it is. 

2485. Are the prices of cereal produce higher 
now than they were in 1854 ?— I could not com- 
pare the prices of 1854 with the present time. 

2486. On what ground do you say that the 
letting value is higher now than it was in 1854 ? 
— I know several farms that would be let now at 
a higher mice than they were let in 1854 ? — 

2487. Does that arise from an increase of com- 
petition, and of the capital of the country, or 
from the increased value of agricultural produce ? 
—It arises from increased capital, and increase 
of competition, and partly because the price of 
cattle is higher now than it was in 1854. 

2488. Are not butter and cereal produce 
lower now than they were in 1854?— I think the 
prices fell after the Crimean war. 

2489. Jt\ as not 1854 the time of the Crimean 
war? — Yes. Prices were very high then, and 
they fell very much in a few years ; but they 
got up again subsequently. The price of cattle 
is much higher now than it was then. 

2490. Were you acquainted 1 with the social 
state of Ireland in 1861, 1862, and 1863 ?— Only 
in my own districts of Ballinasloe and Ballabay, 
and some parts of Monaghan. 

2491. Are you aware that there was very 
severe agricultural distress following the harvests 
of those years ? — I do not remember the circum- 
stance sufficiently to give you a correct answer. 

2492. Those years did not strike you as beino- 
particularly severe?— I forget the circumstances’. 

2493. Mr. Sullivan.'] Referring to your letter 
of 19th December 1851, you had been employed 
in the office up to July before that ? — Yes. 

2494. And you had learned all the details of 
the office ? — Yes. 

2495. And you had determined to aid the 
appellants against the valuation in those counties 
and baronies that are mentioned in that letter? 
— No. 

2496. You did not? — No. 

2497. "What did you mean by saying, “ I am 
going to take up the cause of the appellants 
against the valuation in the south-western coun- 
ties, and to assist the attorneys at quarter 
sessions ?”• — That is a mere piece of phraseology. 



2498. Take your time to consider, and tell me 
the explanation of that passage ? — The explana- 
tion of the passage is a great deal in the sense in 
which you wish to put it on me ; but the fact is I 
did not intend to do so, and I did not do so, 
and I never did it. The letter was written at 
a time of great irritation, and it is a piece of bosh.. 

2499. Was it not written to Sir Richard 
Griffith for the purpose of restoring you to em- 
ployment ?— It was ; it does bear that meaning. 

2500. You say, “ If you accept my services I 
will abandon my present plans, and assist you to 
the utmost of my power ” ? — Yes. 

2501. That was written for the purpose of. 
getting employment? — Yes. 

2502. Were you going to take up the cause of 
the appellants against the valuation ? — I do not 
remember distinctly what was in my mind at the 
time. The fact is, I never did, and I never in- 
tended to do so. 

2503. Then you wrote what you never in- 
tended to do ? — I am afraid I did, to that extent ; 
that is the only circumstance regarding it that I 
regret ; I regret that letter. 

2504. Colonel Taylor.] You stated that there 
were only a few persons in the office who were 
capable of fulfilling their duties ; how do you. 
arrive at that?— I read that in the evidence of 
Mr. Greene, and I stated it partly from my own 
knowledge. Mr. Greene said there were only 
three or four who could be relied upon. 

2505. Mr. Ayrton.] With regard to the valua- 
tion of land ? — They are all perfectly fit for the 
duties they perform as clerks ; but my belief is, 
that there are only three or four who can per- 
form the duties of land valuators in the field. 

2506. Mr. Hunt.'] How many should you think 
there are in all Ireland ? — Mine would be a very 
rough estimate. 

2507. What would be your rough estimate?— 
We could easily find 20 or 30 in all Ireland. 

2508. Chairman.] Do you take into considera- 
tion the men who have been employed on rail- 
roads, waterworks, &c. ? — Besides those in the 
office, there are three or four good valuators, who 
are pensioned off. 

2509. It has been stated, that Mr. Mont- 
gomery, from Ireland, has got a high place in 
Liverpool, in the engineering department, and 
you have stated that your son has a very high ap- 
pointment in India? — Yes; my son is in the 
engineering department in India; Mr. Mont- 
gomery is in Liverpool, he is a revising valuator. 

2510. It would be scarcely possible for you,, 
or anyone else to give a correct answer to the 
question, as to how many there are in Ireland r 
out of the office, who are capable of discharging 
the duties of a first-class valuer ? — It is impos- 
sible to go near the mark ; but it is morally cer- 
tain that there would be little difficulty in find- 
ing 20 or 30 ; I know five or six. 

2511. Mr. Stacpoole.] Were you the person 
employed to value in the neighbourhood of Kilfe- 
nora, and in Clare ? — I valued a great part of 
Clare. 

2512. The barony of Burren? — I valued part 
of that ; I travelled through it all. 

2513. Were you acquainted with that kind of 
land before you went to Burren ? — Partly. We 
have some farms in Galway very like Clare; 
but I think we have nowhere in Ireland land 
precisely like that of Burren. The grass is short 
and thick ; it remains untouched by the frosts, 
and is used principally as winterage. If I went 
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to see one of these fields when there was no stock 
on it, of course I should not be deluded into the 
idea that it was incapable of supporting stock. 
I should know very quickly by the grass and the 
fineness of it what it would do. Mr. Greene 
said that in such a case, a valuator might be 
deluded into the idea that it was worth little or 
nothing. No valuator would use such an ex- 
pression as that ; and the expression shows that 
the gentleman who uses it is no valuator. 

2514. Is it not the fact that a good deal of 
that land was valued under what it ought to be ? 
— All the rocky pastimes of Clare and Galway 
were valued too low, because the northern valua- 
tors became the checks in the midland districts. 
They understood spade husbandry in the north, 
and they had a man with them with a spade ; 
wherever the man could sink a spade in the 
earth, lie put on a smart value, and if he could 
not they put on a very small value. You know 
very well Mary Ruadhs Castle and the church 
lands at Doolin, and the farm owned by Burton 
Persse at Kilcooly. There are farms of that 
sort where you could cut with a spade the entire 
soil and roll it up like a piece of cloth, leaving 
the white limestone rock bare, the soil not being 
more than three or four inches thick. This land 
will fatten three or four sheep per acre. The 
valuations of such lands as these were all wrong. 

2515. Where they could take up the soil they 
put on a higher value than where it was rock ? — 
Yes. 

2516. Is it not the fact that land not so good 
as the rocky land was valued higher? — Certainly; 
that is one of the elements that go to make the 
present valuation irrelevant; besides the dis- 
turbing elements of the poor-rate and of the 
improvements there is a far greater disturbing 
element, namely, that the internal elements of 
the scale of the original valuation is wrong ; the 
bad lands are valued too high, and the good lands 
too low ; I frequently suggested to Sir Richard 
Griffith that he should change his system, and 
extend his prices upwards for good ground and 
downwards tor bad ground. 

2517. I understand you to say that competent 
valuers were sent in the first instance to the 
barony of Burren, but the persons sent to check 
the valuations were incompetent ? — That is not 
precisely the case ; suppose Ralph Cullinane has 
valued these lands at Burren to the height that 
they ought to be valued relatively to the poor 
lands about Quin and Tulla, the check valuator 
might make quite a different relativeness, and 
then Ralph Cullinane would run the risk of 
being set down as a bad valuator, though really 
a good one. 

2518. I think you said that in the first in- 
stance it was properly valued, and that then the 
check valuators made a mistake in their calcula- 
tions? — I do not say that generally; I may re- 



fer to what I did myself. I knew that I was 
valuing the poor lands, relatively, too high in 
Portumna and Raheen, the neighbourhood 
where I lived myself. I also knew that I was 
making the valuation of the good townlands near 
Enstymon and the Corcasses too low, and I told 
Sir Richard Griffith so. I l’emember a case 
precisely in point. I was at the appeal meeting, 
brought there by Sir Richard Griffith, at a town 
called Six Mile Bridge. Several proprietors of 
poor lands about there appealed, on the ground 
that their lands were too high, relatively with 
the Corcasses. I told Sir Richard Griffith that 
the valuations of the Corcasses were too low. 
He said “ The}' are valued at 40 s. an Irish acre, 
and that is a high price.” 1 told him that 40 s. 
was not enough. To this day the whole of the 
poor country about Six Mile Bridge and Broad- 
ford is valued too high, and the good lands of the 
Corcasses by the Shannon are too low. 

2519. And the Burren lands are not properly 
valued either? — I suppose not, but I do not 
know with certainty. 

2520. Do you know anything about the valua- 
tion of Ballinahinch, in Galway ? — No ; nothing 
whatever. 

2521. The O' 1 Conor Don.~\ I understand from 
your evidence that you do not object to the 
statement that you were to a certain extent in- 
subordinate when you were in the Valuation 
Department; but you object to its being pub- 
lished to the world that you were dismissed for 
making bad valuations, as you think that that 
would interfere with you as a professional man ? 
— Certainly. If I were giving evidence as an 
expert at the assizes, and if the opposite counsel 
were to bring forward a Blue Book containing a 
Parliamentary Paper, in which Sir Richard Grif- 
fith stated that I was dismissed because my 
valuation was so bad, I fear it would kill me. 

2522. You still deny that you did in any way 
make a had valuation, although you are ready to 
admit that you did -not carry out all the details 
required by the office ? — That is it exactly. But 
I assert that Mr. Greene was wrong in requiring 
me, as a valuator, to do those details which should 
be done by a clerk or by a surveyor, not by a 
valuator. I wrote to Mr. Greene, asking him to 
let me see those valuations of Mr. Boyan’s, where 
he differed so widely from me. He wrote me a 
letter, saying that I could see all the documents 
connected with my valuation if I called at the office, 
at 12 o’clock on Monday. I called, and he showed 
me certain books and papers, but be would not 
show me Mr. Boyan’s valuations. I said I wished 
to see Mr. Boyan’s handwriting, and his figures, 
but he refused. The probability is that Mr. Boyan 
did not differ from me so much, and I beg the 
Committee to order Mr. Greene to show me Mr. 
Boyan’s actual valuation, that I may compare it 
with my own. 



Mr. 

J. Lynam. 

7 Junei86g. 
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Thursday, 10 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 
Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Colonel French. 



Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 



Colonel FEENCH, in the Chair. 



Mi-. John O’Eeilly, called in ; and Examined. 



Mr. 2523. Chairman .] You are, I believe, a civil 
J. O'Reilly, engineer and professional valuator of land? — 
Yes. 

xo June 2524. You have been, for a great number of 

.869. 

years, I believe, employed in the general valua- 
tion of Ireland ? — I was, for a period of 20 years 
and 21 days. 

2525. Under those circumstances you must 
have a great deal of knowledge from your own 
private professional practice, and from your 
public duty connected with the office as to the 
value of land ? — Yes. 

2526. You are not now in any way connected 
with the General Valuation Establishment? — 
No; I am employed now by gentlemen in valu- 
ing and surveying estates. I do not wish to 
mention the names of those gentlemen lest I 
should be injured, as I have been by the Com- 
missioner of Valuation, so I have been given to 
understand by a member of the grand jury of 
the King’s County. 

2527. Did your connection with the General 
Valuation Service terminate by your own wish, 
or were you removed from the office by order of 
the Commissioner? — I was removed by a letter 
of the Commissioner, dated 16th March 1867. 

2528. Dismissing you from the service ? — Yes. 

_ 2529. Was there any cause in that letter as- 
signed for your dismissal ? — There was. They 
were the same causes that the Commissioner, I 
believe, expressed the other day, when he said 
I was dismissed for false statements that I had 
made. 

2530. Are you aware that in a Eeturn before 
the Committee it is stated you were removed 
for bringing false accusations against members 
or a member of the establishment? — I have 
seen in the newspapers that Sir Kiehard Griffith 
made, that statement to the Committee in his 
examination. 

2531. Is there any foundation for that state- 
ment ?— I think not ; the statement is untrue 
and unjust. 

_ 2532. Will you state what the cause of your 
dismissal in reality was ? — I was suspended from 
employment on the 21st of February. 

2533. Did you prefer a charge against Mr. 
Greene ? — I did. 

2534. What was that charge? — The first 
charge was that of incompetence for the position 
of superintendent of the valuation, he himself 
not having any knowledge of the value of either 
lands or houses. I was in Galway at the time 
of making these charges, and they were thought 
>f sufficient importance to be investigated. The 



first charge entered upon was that of incom- 
petence, or want of knowledge of the value of' 
either lands or houses, which I conceive to be 
essential in a superintendent. The then com- 
missioner of valuation. Sir Eichard Griffith, 
said, repeatedly, before twenty-three or twenty- 
four of his valuators and principal office assis- 
tants, that though Mr. Greene had no pretensions 
to a knowledge of the value of either lands or 
houses, he was perfectly competent to carry out 
his duties under his directions, against whom lie 
supposed that I had no objections, as to any 
want of qualification as commissioner of valua- 
tion. He admitted what I charged against Mr. 
Greene with regard to his want of knowledge ; 
and that I considered to be a proof, for it 
acknowledged what I stated. I stated no- 
more. 

2535. Did you make an accusation against the 
system, in so far as Mr. Greene claimed and 
received a considerable sum for hotel expenses 
at a time that he never left Dublin? — Yes. 

2536. Was that investigated ? — It was. 

2537. Was that admitted to be the fact? — 
Yes, the accounts were produced, showing that 
what I stated in this regard was true. It was 
contrary to the rules of the service, to the books 
of instructions, and to the Act of Parliament, to 
make any such allowance, and the superintendent 
was in receipt of the largest salary which the Act 
of Parliament allowed. 

2538. Then, the result of your proving your 
two charges ended in your dismissal by Sir 
Eichard Griffith ? — There were other charges. 
There was a charge with regard to travelling' 
expenses against Mr. Greene, which I conceive 
was clearly proved. He had charged expenses 
that were illegal. One of them was for a 
journey to Ennistymon in August 1856. The 
hearing of some appeals was to be gone into in' 
Ennistymon about that time. Mr. Boulton, the 
solicitor of the valuation, was sent down to attend 
at the hearing of the appeals ; and a Mr. Timothy 
Moylan, a surveyor employed ,in the county of 
Clare, near Ennistymon, was written to from 
the Valuation Office, to attend upon the solicitor 
at the appeals, and to examine any tenements 
that might be appealed against. 

2539. All those officers being in attendance 
must have added very considerably to the ex- 
pense of the inquiry ? — Of course. 

2540. And all that extra expense was borne 
by the counties ? — I am not now speaking with 
regard to the expenses incurred by Mr. Moylan 
or Mr. Boulton going down. It is only with 

regard 
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regard to a journey assumed to have been made 
by Mr. Greene, the superintendent, which was 
not made, but which was charged for. 

2541. It relates exclusively to a charge against 
Mr. Greene? — Yes. 

2542. Did you, on leaving the service of the 
General Valuation of Ireland, receive any com- 
pensation for the 20 years you had served in the 
office ? — Some little time before I left, there was 
a rule, I believe, established by the kindness 
and consideration of the Commissioner, to give a 
month’s pay to any persons that were discharged. 
I got one month’s pay in lieu of loss of employ- 
ment, and in consideration of 20 years’ service. 

2543. Did you know any tiling of the Bill that 
was proposed to be introduced by Lord Naas, in 
1858, for the purpose of amending the Valuation 
Act ? — Yes ; I had seen a copy of that Bill. 

2544. Did you see a copy of a letter of the 
Commissioner which was published in the news- 
papers at that time ? — I did, and I commented 
very much upon it in the newspapers, with regard 
to its erroneous estimate of the annual revision. 

2545. The proposition was that, in any works 
to be done, a certain proportion of the field work 
should be borne by the Treasury, and another 

ortion, supposed to be about a moiety, should 

e borne by the counties ? — The proposition with 
regard to the division of the expenses between 
the Government and the counties was, that the 
expenses of the field work should be borne by 
the Government, and the expenses of the office 
by the several counties. Seeing this letter of 
Sir Richard Griffith, I commented upon it, show- 
ing to the public that the proposition of the Go- 
vernment was not a fair one, that the expense 
attending the field revision would amount to no 
more than about 1,900 1., and that the expense 
of the office work would be at least 12,000 l. or 
13,000 l. 

2546. That Bill was not persevered in, I be- 
lieve ? — No. 

2547. Then there was a second proposition in 
which the Commissioner adopted, to a certain 
extent, your views, and agreed that the ex- 
penses should be borne half and half? — Yes, the 
next Bill provided that the expenses should be 
borne equally by the Government and the grand 
juries, moiety and moiety. 

2548. Were you at all connected with getting 
up the map that is before the Committee ?— No, 

I never saw an exact copy of that map. 

2549. It is not the identical map that was pro- 
duced at the Dublin Exhibition of 1853 ?— No, 
it is not. 

2550. You are not acquainted with Mr. Kelly? 

■ — 'Yes. 

2551. Are you aware whether Mr. Kelly had 
much to do with the preparation of the map that 
was shown at the Dublin Exhibition ?— -He had 
nothing to do with it ; he was not there at the 
time. 

2552. Mr. Kelly is described to have had a 
good deal to do with the office. Are you aware 
whether the five instruction books were written 

Mr - My or by Mr. Griffith?— Mr. Kelly 
told me himself in 1838, when I was assisting 
him with the tables and the preparation of what 
is called the Second Book of Instructions of 1839, 
that it was he who had written the First Book of 
Instructions published in 1833 and the Additional 
instructions in 1836, and then as the valuation 
extended they saw several wants in the first 

057 He COm P iled a tWrd boolf , adding im- 



portant matter to the first and second publica- 
tions; that is the book of 1839. I am aware 
that Mr. Kelly compiled the third book. He 
told me that he had compiled the first and con- 
structed all the tables which are used in it and 
which were transferred or imported into the 
second book, of course under the sanction, as 
everything must be, of the Commissioner. Mr. 
Kelly was the labourer who performed the 
work. 

2553. You stated that Mr. Kelly had nothing 
to do to the map before the Committee, or to the 
geological map ? — Mr. Kelly had everything to 
do with the preparation of the geological map, 
which I believe was published in 1838, or there- 
abouts. 

2554. Did you hear from Mr. Kelly that the 
reason of his difference with Sir Richard Griffith 
was his refusing to charge the time employed on 
that map to the counties? — No ; Mr. Kelly told 
me when he was employed in the Museum of 
Irish Industry in Stephen’s Green, after he had 
resigned his office in the valuation service, that 
the first time that he thought Sir Richard Grif- 
fith took a dislike to him was after he had been a 
month, or some short time, out with a Mr. Jukes, 
a Professor of Geology in the Dublin Museum, 
about the year 1847 or 1848. Mr. Jukes made 
an application to Sir Richard Griffith, as I have 
been told by Mr. Kelly, for Mr. Kelly to be al- 
lowed to accompany him for some little time to 
make a geological survey in the country. Mr. 
Kelly was about a month away, and when he came 
back itwas about the time of furnishing his monthly 
accounts. The commissioner used to attend at the 
office every day when he was in Dublin during 
the time of Mr. Kelly, and when he called one 
morning Mr. Kelly asked him to what account 
he should charge the time that he had been with 
Mr. Jukes in the country; the commissioner said, 

“ To the valuation.” Mr. Kelly said, tf How can 
I charge it to the valuation, not having done 
anything upon it? I cannot conscientiously do 
it.” These were substantially the words as told 
me by Mr. Kelly. The commissioner then said 
angrily that he would pay for it himself. 

2555. Did he pay for it himself ? — I do not 
know. 

2556. Mr. Ayrton.'] Is this your recollection 
of a conversation that occurred between you 
and Mr. Kelly 20 years ago ? — Not five years 
ago. 

2557. It is your recollection of what Mr. Kelly 
said about five years ago of a conversation that 
he had 20 years ago? — Yes; a conversation with 
Mr. Kelly is a conversation that would not be 
very easily forgotten. 

2558. Is he one of those persons who will tell 
you everything that everybody said in a conver- 
sation that happened 20 years ago ? — He was the 
reverse ; he was a very silent man, and never 
spoke without occasion. 

2559. Chairman.] Was not the subject one 
very likely to impress itself on Mr. Kelly’s mind? 
— Yes, and it arose from a conversation that I 
had with him about my dismissal. 

2560. During the time when Sir Richard 
Griffith was employed as Commissioner of Public 
Works, according to the regulations of the office, 
he was supposed to be in attendance five hours ? 
— I see in the papers that Sir Richard Griffith 
made a statement, whether true or not, that his 
attendance at the Custom House during the 
time he was chairman was five hours a day. 

0 2 2561. The 
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Mr. 2561. The hours in the Valuation Office were, 
J. O'Reilly. I believe, somewhat longer ? — They were seven 

hours : I do not know what they are now. 

loJuae 2562. How was it possible "for Sir Richard 
1869. Griffith to discharge the duties of both those 
offices which would occupy so many hours ? — I 
could not say, unless he was gifted with more 
ubiquitous powers than men are commonly gifted 
with ; I was almost constantly in the Valuation 
Office, from Mr. Greene’s inauguration as super- 
intendent in July 1S50 until 1857, and I never 
saw Sir Kicharcl Griffith, the Commissioner of 
Valuation, in 108 or 109, Baggot-street, the 
Valuation Office proper ; before that period, in 
Mr. Kelly’s time, I used to see him there every 
day a considerable part of the day, sometimes the 
whole day ; in Mr. Greene’s time, the first time I 
saw him there was in February 1857, when he 
came to investigate my case. 

2563. During the time that you were employed 
in the office, was there a person there of the name 
of Skip ? — There was a son of a man named Skip 
employed as a messenger for a short time, but he 
was dismissed, I believe, for some misconduct ; 
and he enlisted ; the Skip to whom reference 
was made here is John Skip, the Commissioner’s 
butler ; I never knew him to be employed on the 
valuation. 

2564. Young Skip was, I believe, dismissed 
for drunkenness ? — He was. 

2565. Was the wife employed at Baggot-street 
as housekeeper? — She was housekeeper in No. 
109, for some time, probably five or six years. 

2566. Do you know that 50 1. a year was paid 
out of the public funds for some time to Skip ? — 
So I understood. 

2567. Skip at that time was in the private 
service of Sir Richard Griffith? — He wore the 
striped livery jacket of a butler and household 
servant. The Commissioner had no footman, as 
he states. 

2568. Can you tell the Committee how the 
valuators dealt with the taxes that the land 
might be subject to in making their valuation ; 
did they make deductions on account of them, or 
if there were any circumstances that would in- 
crease the value of the land, would they be taken 
into account ? — The valuators never considered 
the taxes : they were regarded as no element 
in the valuation. 

2569. There is no ground, I imagine, on which 
they could consider them ? — I do not think there 
is ; they are beside the valuation altogether. 

2570. Then, they merely sent to the head 
office a statement as to what, in their opinion, 
the valuation ought to be?— They sent their 
opinion as to the valuation of the land under the 
circumstances in which the land was placed 
locally with regard to its natural advantages or 
disadvantages. 

2571. lou were employed constantly as a 
valuator ? — I was employed chiefly in the valua- 
tion of towns ; I have valued some land ; not a 
great deal. 

2572. Will you state what towns you were 
employed in the valuation of? — They are very 
numerous ; Kinsale and many of the towns of 
Cork ; I have never been allowed to value a 
borough town with the exception of Kinsale, and 
my valuation was not allowed to remain there ; 
two valuators were sent after me ; because of the 
objections that I took to the valuation, or to the 
changes that were made by the person sent after 
me, a third valuator had to be sent. 



2573. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick.] By a borough 
town you mean a Parliamentary borough ? — A 
Parliamentary borough. 

2574. Chairman.] You are, I suppose, master 
of the system that was adopted at the commence- 
ment of the valuation? — Yes; the first system 
adopted was the valuing in threes or squads, and 
that continued for six or seven years ; it was 
rather an unwise proceeding to follow, three men 
being employed in doing one man’s work ; the 
adoption of that system for a number of years 
was the cause of a great deal of unnecessary 
expense. 

2575. Then you do not consider that that 
original system was a good one ? — It might have 
been a good one, probably the best for two or 
three months, until the valuators were trained, but 
after that it was a very unwise and injudicious 
course to follow to have three men going together, 
squabbling and arguing, and vindicating- their 
own opinions as to the value of the land, which 
frequently resulted in quarrels between them. 

2576. Was the original system carried out 
through the whole progress of the valuation ? — 
No; but the scale of prices was continued till the 
passing of the Act of 1852. 

2577. That was the basis upon -which the value 
of the land was fixed? — Yes. 

2578. Supposing that the taxes chargeable on 
the different fiscal districts disturbed in any way 
the uniformity of the valuation, do you think 
.that uniformity could be re-established, or esta- 
blished by the addition of a poundage-rate from 
1 s. to 5 s. or 6 s. ? — I do not think it could with- 
out making altogether a new valuation; they 
should visit every townland, every district, and 
evei-y field, in order to see where they might add 
so much, Is. or 2 s., or 3 s. or 4s., and then, after 
having examined the land and made their calcu- 
lations, they should add a per-centage. 

2579. Would it be possible for any persons in 
the office to make a deduction or an increase in 
the valuation with no other knowledge of the 
existing circumstances than that obtained from 
the papers sent up by the valuators? — I think 
not ; I am sure not. 

2580. Do you know what the general principle 
was in the office with regard to these per- 
centages?' — There were per-centages for local 
circumstances, and these were for the most part 
added by the valuator; sometimes they took upon 
themselves in the office to add those per-centages, 
and they were always found to be erroneously 
applied. The instructions to valuators so far back 
as 1836 were to examine the maps, to transfer 
the lots, to calculate them, to examine the per- 
centages, settle them, and send them up ; only 
the field prices were to be calculated in the 
office. 

2581. Are the roads included in the valuation 
of the townlands, or what has been the practice 
in respect to the roads? — The practice with 
regard to the roads, first, was to pay no attention 
to them ; they did not take out the roads in the 
earlier part of the valuation, and I believe it is 
only very seldom done now. 

2582. Do you not think, as a matter of justice, 
that the roads should be exempted ? — In private 
valuations they are generally exempted; I exempt 
them in my practice, and so do all valuators in 
the north of Ireland, and I think in a public work 
like that they ought to be exempt. They are 
public roads belonging to the public, not forming 
part of any particular farm. I think that a 

farmer 
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fanner has no right to pay for a road, probably 
a mile long, going through his farm. 

2583. Do you know how long a period it re- 

uired to accomplish the valuation of Ireland ? — 

t began in 1830, and from statements that I 

have seen in the newspapers it ended in 1864 or 
1865 ; that would be a period of 35 years. 

2584. Will you state your opinion as to what 
tune, it’ you had competent men employed in it, 
it ought to have been finished?— With a nume- 
rically sufficient staff of competent men a valua- 
tion ought to be made in eight years at the very 
utmost. 

2585. How many hands would you employ to 
accomplish it in the time you name ? — l would 
have two commissioners and 30 valuators, 30 
draughtsmen and 30 clerks, all locally employed ; 
wherever they were doing their work 1 would 
have a staff there ; each valuator should have 
two assistants ; one of the commissioners should 
be a general check, and the other should visit 
the different valuators, going from one to the 
other to see how they were keeping to the scale, 
after having been first instructed and trained 
upon a scale : the valuators’ two assistants 
should be well chosen, smart offiee men, who 
would be well able to keep pace with them ; sup- 
posing a valuator to value 300 or 350 acres a 
day, 30 valuators would complete the valuation 
of the whole of Ireland in about four and a half 
years. 

2586. I believe you made an estimate before 
the Grand Jury, last year, of the cost of the 
number of persons that should be employed? — 
That was in the evidence of last year ; I have 
not a copy of it. 

2587. Have you, ou consideration, thought it 
advisable to change your opinion, that it could 
be done so much more economically than it has 
been done ? — No, I could not change the amount 
of the estimate that I made ; I think that is as 
much as it ought to cost. 

2588. Do you know anything of the annual 
revisions and the labour imposed on the persons 
employed, and what do you think, generally 
speaking, of the importance of the work ? — As 
to the labour of the work it is not indeed very 
important, but as to the applications of the work 
it is important that it should be kept perfect ; I 
have myself valued or revised in a great many 
places, and I did not find the work so extraordi- 
narily laborious ; there is no difficulty at all 
attending it, with a person who knows how to 
revise. 

2589. Are you aware of what the expense of 
the annual revision amounts to? — It has been 
stated that it now amounts to 24,000 Z. or 25,000 Z. ; 
in 1866 it was 22,000 1. 

2590. You are aware that Sir Richard Griffith 
estimated the annual expenditure at a much 
smaller amount ? — £.4,160, 1 think, in one state- 
ment, and 10,000 Z. in another; if hiB bill passed 
he said it could be done for 4,160 Z. 

2591. Do you think that the sum of 24,000 Z. 
or 25,000 Z. is at all a reasonable sum ? — It is 
twice what it ought to cost, even supposing the 
revisors to be better paid than they are at pre- 
sent. 

2592. Would you state by what means, as far 
as your knowledge goes, the expense of this re- 
vision might be rendered more reasonable than 
it is at present?— Only by the revisors being 
locally appointed by the Grand Juries under the 
sanction of the Lord Lieutenant ; I think that 
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would be the only means of reducing the cost ; 
it is hopeless to think that it could ever be re- 
duced under the present organisation. 

2593. Do you suppose that the appointment of 
local revisors would in any way bring it about 
that the revision would be comparatively worth- 
less for the purpose for which it was intended, in 
the course of six or seven years ? — I do not see 
how the integrity of the valuation could be in- 
terfered with by local revisions, because every 
towuland is valued at a certain amount, and every 
farm within that townland is valued at a certain 
amount, and they cannot exceed the whole value 
of the farm in any number of divisions that they 
may make of it, neither can they exceed or 
reduce the value of the townland, no matter how 
many changes they may make, so that there are 
two things operating to prevent any interference 
with the integrity of the valuation. Every item 
is an item in itself, fixed and determinate, and 
cannot be altered. 

2594. You were of opinion that a central 
authority to which the reports of the re visors 
should be sent would be necessary in order to 
secure uniformity of valuation ? — I do not think 
it would, because it has not preserved it hitherto. 

I know one instance, in the county of Dublin, 
where, after the valuation had been settled, a 
change was made for a political purpose in the 
valuation of a tenement. There was a well- 
known gentleman, Captain Nolan, who was one 
of the Board of Guardians of the South Dublin 
Union ; he was rather a troublesome man in a 
political way at the Board. After the general 
valuation of the barony of Nethercross was 
issued it was found that Captain Nolan’s house 
and garden were valued only at 9 Z. 10 s. Aider- 
man J ohn Reynolds, who was also a member of 
the Board, found that Captain Nolan’s house did 
not qualify him for a seat at the Board, and he 
objected to him, and Captain Nolan had to be 
put out of the Board. Iu order to qualify him 
the revisor of the county of Dublin raised the 
value of his house from 9 /. 10 5. to 12 Z. 10s.; 
that is true. I appeal to the books of the office 
to prove it. 

2595. The O' Conor Don.] Perhaps there were 
alterations made meanwhile? — I examined the 
house myself, and there was no alteration that 
would warrant the lowering or raising of the 
value. 

2596. Were you the revisor? — No, I was not; 
but I went to see it, knowing that tins had been 
done ; I went to see what was the cause of the 
increase. 

2597. Mr. Stacpoole .] What kind of a house 
was it ; was it a large house ? — It was a small 
cottage house. 

2598. Was there any land attached to it?— A 
garden. 

2599. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. j How came you 
to go and investigate the case ? — The thing 
created a sort of sensation in the valuation office 
at the time, and it was looked upon as a very 
unjustifiable proceeding by the persons employed 
in the office. 

2600. It was not part of your duty ? — It was 
no part of my duty; it was a thing I volun- 
teered. 

2601. Mr. Stacpoole.] It was for your own 
information ? — For my own information. 

2602. No one asked you?— No one asked me. 

2603. Chairman.] Do you think the inte- 
grity of the valuation would be better pre- 
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served by a central establishment having control 
over the whole work, than it could be by indi- 
viduals acting independently of each other ? — 
What I have stated is true, and anything worse 
than that could not happen under any local sys- 
tem ; that happened under a centralised establish- 
ment. 

2604-5. Have you any idea, supposing the 
revision to be submitted to local revisors, what 
the cost would be? — I think from 10,000 1. to 
11,000/. would be the utmost, one half of that 
being paid by the Treasury. 

2606. You are acquainted with a gentleman 
in the Valuation Office of the name of Byron ? — 
Yes ; he was the first acquaintance I had in the 
office. 

2607. Did you know him for any length of 
time ? — Since March 1838. 

2608. Do you know anything of the nature of 
his employment in the V aluation Office ? — He was 
pin plnyp.fi as junior clerk, and certainly, at the 
time, a very worthless one ; I believe he was one 
of the lowest in point of salary that was ever in 
the Valuation Office ; he had no more than 15 s. 
a week, a labourer’s wages, when he came there. 

2609. Had he not a department to himself in 
the valuation establishment ? — He had a geo- 
logical room over the stables or coach-house of 
the commissioner, in Lad-lane, at the rear of 
No. 2, Fitzwilliain-place, for a considerable time, 
from about 1841 or 1842 up to the time that I 
left ; I had been speaking to him in that very 
room the day I left. 

2610. I believe he was in the habit of leaving 
the office and going into the country to make 
geological inquiries ? — Yes. I met him one day 
in the town of Laghey, in Donegal. It was the 
Sunday before Christmas 1856 or 1855, 1 am not 
sure which. 

2611. Had the Boundary Survey any connec- 
tion with the valuation ? — No, except such con- 
nection as the Ordnance Survey might have with 
the valuation. The Boundary Survey was the 
groundwork or a sort of guide to the surveyors 
in making the Ordnance Survey, showing the 
boundaries of the different townlands, parishes, 
baronies, and counties, giving skeleton outlines, 
and sometimes showing roads and rivers. 

2612. There being no connection between 
the Valuation and the Boundary Survey can you 
account for it that Sir Bichard Griffith was 
made Commissioner of Valuation, he himself not 
professing to have any peculiar knowledge in 
that department ? — I do not like to say anything 
with regard to Sir Bichard Griffith’s knowledge. 
He has a world-wide fame, and it would be foolish 
in me to think of taking away from it. 

2613. I believe he received no salary of any 
kind as Commissioner of Valuation ? — I think he 
says he received 500 7. year as Commissioner. 

2614. As Commissioner of Valuation? — Yes. 

2615. Is it not the fact that he gave up no 
salary, and that Mr. Greene’s appointment cost 
the counties an additional sum of 400 /. a year ? 
— I am not aware of that. I understood Sir 
Bichard Griffith to say that he had no salary 
from the time he resigned the commission in 
October last, and that he still holds the chief 
boundary surveyorship, and gives whatever ser- 
vices may be required gratuitously. 

2616. Do you know anything of the superin- 
tendents of the valuation, and of the duties 
which the superintendents have to discharge ? — 
-The duties axe not very onerous. I believe the 



principal part is to allot the work to others and 
to see that they do it, or to pretend to see that 
they do it. They do no work themselves; I 
never found them doing any work of any im- 
portance to the valuation. 

2617. Mr. Greene, I think, was the superin- 
tendent during the time you were in the em- 
ployment ? — Only part of the time, from the 1st 
July 1850 till 1857. Mr. Buck was appointed 
to take charge of the office for a short time during 
the temporary absence of Mr. Kelly,' an absence 
which happened to be permanent; Mr. Buck 
only held the office until a person qualified for it 
should get it ; from the 15th April 1850, until 
1st July 1850. 

2618. Did you hear of Mr. Greene having 
been employed in the Boundary Survey ? — Not 
till I heard his statements here with regard to it; 
at the date which he says he was employed upon 
the Boundary Survey, he could not have been 
employed upon it, because at the time which he 
mentions, the survey was completed, and the 
assistant boundary surveyors as many of them as 
chose to take situations in the Valuation Office 
were brought in ; the rest would not take situa- 
tions. There were a great number, I know ; the 
Freemans, the Coffeys, Mr. English, Mi Duffy, 
and many others came into the Valuatio: office 
in 1841. At the time Mr. Greene says ‘ e was 
on the Boundary Survey, Cork and Kerry were ! 
published : they were the last counties that were > 
surveyed and published ; I know that Cork was j 
ready, for I entered upon the valuation of Cork i 
in 1845, and the maps were published by the 
Ordnance before that, so that the Boundary 
Survey could not be going on in 1844. I infer j 
from the dates that Mr. Greene could not have 
been on the Boundary Survey. 

2619. Was not Mr. Greene employed in. the 
valuation or in the survey of Kilkenny, but not 
in direct communication with the Valuation 
Office ? — I believe so ; I understood that he was 
employed as a surveyor, a sort of surveying 
which the valuation requires, under Mr. Purdon, 
who had got the valuation of Kilkenny, together 
with some other assistants, and I never heard . 
anything of Mr. Greene until he and some others 
who were employed upon the Kilkenny Survey j 
and Valuation, came in after the finishing of the ■ 
county. 

2620. Do you think that farmers having but 
little education, that of reading and writing, 
should have been under any circumstances em- 
ployed as valuers ? — I think not ;• no one ever 
entertained or expressed such an opinion before 
it was expressed to this Committee by Mr. 
Greene. 

2621. Do you know a gentleman employed in 
the Valuation Office of the name of Organ?— 
Yes. 

2622. Do you know what position he holds in 
the establishment ? — I believe he gets the name 
of librarian, keeping and stowing away old books 
and maps, and handing them down. 

2623. Have you heard of his holding any other 
appointment in connection with this? — Yes; he 
is lecturer on the Government convict prisons of 
Dublin. 

2624. Discharging the duties of that office in 
the office of the valuation ? — Yes ; I have known 
a report to be written and prepared in the office. 

I have ar copy of it, but I have mislaid it ; if 
was not a voluminous one ; probably about 32 
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2625. I believe you left the Valuation Office 
before the valuation of the north was made ? I 
did. 

2626. Then you know nothing as to the ar- 
rangement for ‘taxing the steam power of the 
north; looms, spindles, and so on? — I do not; 
there is no rule or regulation in the Valuation 
Office which could either tax steam power or 
machinery or attribute any value to it ; these are 
things that are excluded in the valuation. 

2627. The O' Conor Don.] It was stated be- 
fore die Committee that you were dismissed in 
consequence of having made false statements, 
and I understood you to say that your state- 
ments were in relation to Mr. Greene chiefly ; 
is that the fact? — Yes, principally. There was 
a charge against some others, which was not gone 
into, in consequence of the papers relating to 
them not being at the time forthcoming. I was 
suspended until such time as these papers should 
be procured ; and when I made application for 
them so as to have the opportunity of proving 
my statement, which I could not have done satis- 
factorily without the papers, they were not pro- 
duced. * 

2628; Did I understand you to say that those 
disti” .• charges or allegations that you made 
agaL j Mr. Greene were admitted as proved? 
— Thu which related to the charge of 10 s. a day 
could mot be disputed. The charge was illegal, 
hut the Commissioner took upon himself to say 
that he allowed it. I asked on what grounds ; 
I said that he acted contrary to the Act of 
Parliament. He said he would do what he 
liked. 

2629. "What was this 10 s. a day ? — It was for 
hotel expenses, in addition to salary ; it was 
specially entered in his accounts as for hotel 
expenses. 

2630. Was that admitted to be a charge against 
lum in the first instance ? — It was. 

2631. It was considered as a charge? — It was 
considered to be a charge worthy of being 
investigated. 

2632. Then do you mean to tell the Com- 
mittee that after it was investigated and found 
to be time, the Commissioner justified it ? — He 
did. He said he gave it his sanction, 

2633. I want to understand whether you hold 
that you proved all the statements that were 
made against Mr. Greene? — I proved the state- 
ment as to his qualification or his want of qualifi- 
cation as a valuer of houses and lands ; that was 
proved on the admission of the Commissioner. 
I stated no more than the Commissioner had 
admitted, and I think that charge was proved. 

2634. Then there was a charge of 10s. for 
hotel expenses; were there any other charges 
that you made against Mr. Greene ? — There was 
another charge with regard to a journey, that he 
charged for. 

2635. Was it proved that he had not gone 
there; was that your charge? — Yes; the sur- 
veyor stated that he did not see him there; Mr. 
Greene stated that he was there, but it was the 
day after. The appeals occupied three days, and 
he, knowing the time that the appeals were to be 
heard, was not there until the day after, which he 
said was a fair day ; he was late there, if he went ; 
the surveyor did not see him during the three 
days that he was there. 

2636. Was there any other charge? — There 
was a charge with regard to a carpenter employed 
in the Valuation Office. 
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2637. What about the carpenter ? — The car- 
penter’s workshop was in the kitchen. 

2637*'. Whatever the charge was, did you 
wove it? — The investigation was to have been 
leld on Monday ; I got notice of it on Thursday, 
aud I received a letter from the Commissioner, 
stating that he was leaving town, and could not 
hold the investigation on Monday, as proposed, 
but that he must hold it on Saturday, and that 
I must come up forthwith ; I expected to have 
had Saturday and Sunday to find out the address 
of the carpenter, but I could not learn it until 
the investigation was made. That case was partly 
proved, but not satisfactorily, because I could 
not produce the carpenter ; I have seen the car- 
penter, and I know that lie was employed there 
at 28 5. or 30 s. a week for several years. 

2638. The charge was investigated at the 
time, and 1 suppose it was considered that you 
had not proved your statement ? — Yes ; but I 
have seen the carpenter, and so have others, 
making windows, shutters, doors, window sashes, 
and things of that kind, which had no connection 
whatever with the Valuation Office. 

2639. I suppose you had witnesses to prove 
all that? — There was no denial of these things ; 
everybody saw them as well as I did. 

2640. I understand you to state that some of 
your charges you proved, and others you did 
not ? — Yes, I made a charge to the effect that 
some persons employed as surveyors had charged 
for labourers in their accounts, without having 
employed any. 

2641. That they charged for labour that was 
not employed? — Yes. 

2642. Sir Frederick Heygute.] That is a charge 
of direct fraud, is it not? — A charge of direct 
fraud. 

2643. The O' Conor Don.] Against whom? — 
Against persons not mentioned at the time ; I 
afterwards mentioned one name. When the 
charge was entered upon I asked the Commis- 
sioner if it would be sufficient to prove one case. 
“ No,” said he, “ as you have specified or in- 
sinuated more than one case in your charge, the 
proof must embrace a number corresponding 
with the terms of the allegation. You must 
prove more than one case.” Before leaving Gal- 
way I conditioned that I should have the advantage 
of certain papers, w liicli I would name, upon the in- 
vestigation ; these papers relating to the labourers' 
accounts of certain surveyors were in the Audit. 
Office, London. On applying for the papers I 
could not get them. I was suspended from 
employment until these charges were proved, 
and I never had tire opportunity of proving 
them. I could have proved them if my word 
had been taken and the word of the persons 
themselves : they could not have justified them- 
selves. I wanted the documentary evidence, 
and I wanted to go to the ground to show that 
no such persons were employed. 

2644. You were refused the papers? — Yes. 

2645. You were employed in the valuation 
service after the tenement valuation commenced? 
— I was one of the first employed. 

2646. I think you stated, in answer to the 
Chairman, that the deductions for local circum- 
stances were made in the county by you as a 
valuator ? — I have not been extensively employed 
as a land valuator. I have valued very little 
land, but I have valued houses. All the per- 
centages for taxes and things relating to houses 
I have considered and taken them oft'. 
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lif r . 2C47. Was your settlement altered in the 

J. O'Reilly, office ? — My settlement was not altered, unless 

they thought proper to send another valuator, 

10 June thinking that my valuation was not a correct 
1 869 . one. 

2648. Do you know anything about the way 
in which rates and taxes were deducted ! — There 
was no question of rates and taxes in connection 
with the valuation in my time. 

2649. The valuators never considered any 
deduction arising out of the existing rates or 
taxes in a county? — No, not the county-cess, 
the poors-rates or the like. 

2650. Are you sure that no such deductions 
were after ware, made in the office after the valua- 
tor’s lists were sent up ?— I assisted in preparing 
the books for final publication, and these were 
things that were never considered in anything 
that I had to do with ; and I think that what I 
was doing was according to the uniform practice 
of the establishment. 

2651. You never heard of a uniform per-centage 
being taken oft’ on account of the average rate 
of taxes that existed before the valuation was 
made ? — Certainly not before I heard it stated 
before this Committee. 

2652. Could such a system have existed with- 
out your knowledge ? — No, it could not. 

2653. I suppose you are well acquainted with 
all the field books and documents connected with 
the valuation, from the first step to the last ? — 
Yes. 

2654. In any of these documents that you have 
• seen, is there any record of this uniform deduc- 
tion for taxes ? — None whatever : I never saw or 
heard of it before. 

2655. You are aware that certain counties were 
valued under the first Tenement Valuation Act, 
9 & 10 Viet., in which the scale of prices was 
different from the subsequent Act, 15 & 16 
Viet. ? — Yes. 

2656. Were these counties reduced to the scale 
of the 15 & 16 Viet. ? — Dublin, for instance, was 
not. 

2657. Was itpossible to reduce the valuation 
under the 9 & 10 Viet, to the scale of the 15 & 16 
Viet., by a uniform per-centage ? — If there was 
any attempt made to reduce the one scale to the 
other, I do not see that there woxdd be any con- 
ceivable difference in the acreable value deduced 
from the two scales. The prices deduced are 
nearly identical. 

2658. Was it not the fact that the prices in the 
one Act and the prices in the other differed with 
respect to different productions ; that is to say, 
that some things in the 9 & 10 Viet, were higher, 
and other things lower, than in the 15 & 16 Viet.? 
— Yes. With regard to tillage lands, lands 
undergoing a rotation, the prices in the 15 & 16 
Viet, would be 22^- per cent, lower than the prices 
in the 9 & 10 Viet., the 6 & 7 Geo. 4, and the 
different Acts passed in the reign of Will. 4. 
Dairy land, which is grass land, is 5| per cent, 
lower under the 15 & 16 Viet than it is under 
the 9 & 10 Viet. Beef or mutton lands, feeding 
lands, are 14 per cent, higher under the 15 & 16 
Viet than under the 9 & 10 Viet. 

2659. Then, there being these differences in 
the two scales, without an examination of each 
particular division of land to see to which pro- 
duction it was devoted, it would be impossible 
to arrive at the proper deduction that should be 
made in consequence of the change in the scale ? 
— I think so. 



2660. And a uniform per-centage over the 
whole county would not really carry out the 
scale in the new Act ? — It would leave things as 
they are, irregular and erroneous. 

2661. Were you ever employed as a revisor of 
the valuation ? — I was in several places in the 
counties of Dublin, Cork, Limerick, Waterford, 
and Wexford. 

2662. I suppose you sometimes had to consider, 
as a revisor, alterations consequent on the sub- 
division of tenements ? — Yes. 

2663. Did you, as a revisor, alter the areas 
and applot the valuation of the tenements in the 
county, or did the revisors receive instructions 
merely to mark alterations upon the maps and send 
them up for calculation to the office ? — I never 
received any such intimation as that, nor do I 
know of any such circular having been issued; 
at all events it was not issued to me ; whatever 
changes I found it necessary to _ make, I made 
them myself, because I was left a discretionary 
power which I always used to the best of my 
ability, and satisfactorily, as the Commissioners’ 
testimonial will certify. 

2664. The rule with you was to do the whole 
work yourself? — Yes, in making the revisions; 
I left a copy with the clerk of the union ; 1 did 
not send it to the office, because it was not ne- 
cessary, the Commissioner’s name having been 
appended to it when it was published at first. 
After the third or fourth year’s revision, the 
Commissioner’s name still stood good ; I sent my 
papers to the office when I went to another district. 

2665. Mr. Ayrton.'] Are you now speaking of 
your general practice ? — I am speaking of what 
I have done ; the manner in which I have done 
the revisions that I was appointed to make. 

2666. During what years ? — Without the do- 
cuments I could scarcely sav. 

2667. The O' Conor Don .] In a general way, 
you state that the whole time you were employed 
as revisor you always followed that rule of doing 
the work in the country ? — Always. 

2668. And you never got instructions to the 
contrary ? — Never. 

2669. Nor heard of any other system being 
adopted by others ? — I do not know ; whatever 
instructions were conveyed to others, these in- 
structions were not conveyed to me. 

2670. Certain counties in Ireland were first 
valued under the townland valuation, and sub- 
sequently under the tenement valuation; were 
the tenements subdivided in any other way except 
by the lines that were marked on the maps by the 
original townland valuators ? — In no other way. 

2671. So that the divisions of the tenements 
under the tenement valuation are the old quality 
divisions that were made by the townland valua- 
tors perhaps 30 years ago ? — Yes. 

2672. Those are the only divisions of tene- 
ments into anything like quality lots ? — That is 
all ; there may he some places where the la™ 
had been bog, and it is marked peculiarly, and 
marsh land is also distinguished upon the map > 
it often happens where bog is marked there is n° 
bog now. 

2673. During the time you were in the Valua- 

tion Office, were you aware of a gentleman 
named Irwin writing books during office hours. 
— Yes, I knew him write a guide book ; he wrote 
it himself, and employed another person of the 
name of Kearney, who had been engaged in the 
Irish Academy in translating Irish ; he was a 
great antiquarian and Irish scholar. _ 

2674. Was 
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2674. Was he employed in the valuation ser- 
yj ce ? — Yes; and during the time he was em- 
ployed I saw him writing this guide book. 

2675. Has Mr. Irwin lately written a very 
offensive book relating to religious matters?— 
He has. 

2676. And a copy of that has been sent to 
y 0U ? — J have a copy of it It is on Ultramon- 
tanism, and it connects Fenianism with the 
Catholic episcopacy of Ireland, and with the 
priests. 

2677. Was that book sold in the Valuation 
Office? — I heard it was sold by a gentleman in 
the office. 

2678. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick] By the officials ? 
— By the person who was the author of the 
book. 

2679. Mr. Stacpoole] Did he ever give it out 
publicly that this book was sold at the office ? 
No; it was sold to persons in the office, as I 
bought the guide book. 

2680. If I were to go in as one of the public 
could I get it then and there ? — I do not know 
that you could. It is published at W ebb’s, in 
Sackville-street. 

2681. The O’ Conor Don] Were you informed 
by persons in the establishment that the book 
was written in the office, during office hours? — 
Yes ; I have heard it stated by persons in the 
establishment at present, that the book was 
written there. 

2682. Would you be prepared to give the 
names of the persons who gave you the informa- 
tion?— Ye6. 

2683. Did they tell you that they saw the 
writing of it going on in the office ? — They saw 
the sheets and leaves in preparation in the office. 

2684. But they did not see any person work- 
ing at it during office hours ? —There was one 
person who was ridiculed, he being a Catholic, 
ibr having had anything to do with a work of 
such an anti-Catholic character, reflecting so 
much upon the religion that he himself professed. 

2685. You are not prepared to state that you 
could call any person to prove that the book was 
written diu'ing office hours, and by persons paid 
under the valuation service ? — I can mention the 
names of the persons if the Committee desire. 

2686. Persons who could prove that ? — Yes. 

2687. That during office hours they were em- 
ployed on this offensive book ? — That they have 
a knowledge of those who were employed, and 
that they saw the work being compiled there. 

2688. Sir Frederick Heygate .] x ou say that 
the persons who wrote this book in the office 
were employed in the office ? — Yes. 

2689. In what capacity were they employed? 
— The author of the book is a deputy or divi- 
sional superintendent; the others are persons 
under him, clerks, draughtsmen, and the like. 

2690. You say that the author was himself 
writing the book in the office ? — So I have been 
given to understand. 

2691. In what way were the others assisting 
him ? — In copying sheets for the printers. 

2692. This was at a time when all these in- 
dividuals ought to have been attending to their 
duty ? — Certainly ; but that is not an unusual 
thing ; many things have been done in the office 
foreign to the work of the establishment. 

2693. Do you go so far as to say that it is a 
.common thing in the office to do other duties ; 
the private business of the people employed 
there ? — It is ; I have myself seen plans and 

0.57. 1 



specifications of houses, which had nothing to do 
with the office business, being made in the office ■ 
by superintendents. 

2694. You yourself never undertook anything 
of the same kind? — Never. 

2695. Did you give any information to the 
heads of the office that you had seen this? — 
Certainly not. 

2696. Do you not think it was your duty to 
do so if you saw this improper conduct going on? 
— There was no necessity to give the information; 
the heads of the establishment were well ac- 
quainted with it, better than I was ; it would 
have been a work of supererogation to tell them 
things that they knew better than I did. 

2697. Who were the heads of the establish- 
ment to whom you allude ? — I saw Mr. Hutchins 
with plans of houses and with specifications, and 
he could not have been working at these houses 
without the knowledge of the superintendent, 
because he was in the next room. 

2698. Who was the superintendent ? — Mr. 
Greene. 

2699. Did this go on in Sir Richard Griffith’s 
time as well ? — It was all in Sir Richard Grif- 
fith’s time. 

2700. Do you go so far as to say that the 
commissioner, Sir Richard Griffith, and after 
him Mr. Greene, must have had a knowledge of 
this ? — If the commissioner had not a knowledge 
of it, I think it was Sir. Greene’s duty to com- 
municate it to him. Whether he did or not I do 
not know. It could not have been done without 
Mr. Greene’s knowledge. I repeat, it was unne- 
cessary for me to tell Mr. Greene a thing which 
he knew as well as myself, and probably knew 
the import of it better than I did. 

2701. Chairman] From your experience in 
the office do you think that any information, 
such as the honourable Member has referred to, 
would be well received by the heads of the de- 
partments ? — I have experienced that it would 
not be well received. I have had ample expe- 
rience, because I have been a victim to that very 
thing. 

2702. Sir Frederick Heygate] You stated that 
you had never given any information to the 
heads of the office? — When I did I was dis- 
missed. 

2703. You did give information once ? — I did. 

2704. Mr. Ayrton] Have you been in the 
office since you were dismissed ? — I called there 
upon business, I believe, once or twice. 

2705. You know nothing about the office since 
you were dismissed ? — I learn a great deal about 
it, because I am in communication with many of 
them from time to time. 

2706. All that you tell us of what has occurred 
since you were dismissed, is what you learn 
in this way? — Yes; I have learnt that with 
regard to the publication of these books. 

2707. You know nothing yourself about it ? — 
A copy of the book was sent to me. 

2708. You know nothing about it yourself, of 
yoiu- own knowledge ? — I know of the publica- 
tion of the book. . I have a letter from the 
author. 

2709. What is the book? — It is a book on 
.Ultramontanism. I daresay it would be worth 
your while to read it ; it is very edifying. 

2710. You knew this book was published, 
because you have a copy of it ; that is all you 
appear to know of your own knowledge ? — I have 
a letter from the author. 

P +• 2711. What 
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Mr. 2711. What does the author say? — “Dear 

J. O'Reilly. Sir, — You have no occasion to express your 

acknowledgments to me for my book on Ultra- 

10 June inontanism, for I assure you I neither sent it to 
1869. you, nor have I the least idea who did. How- 
ever, as a subject to which I have given a little 
attention of late, I shall be pleased to receive any 
communication of your opinions in reference to 
it, as I have no doubt you are much better 
informed on it than I can be.’’ 

2712. Is this your evidence that this gentle- 
man sent you the book ? — I did not know but 
what he might have sent it. 

2713. I understood you to tell the Committee 
that you had a letter showing that this gentleman 
sent you the book? — I said I had a letter from 
the author of the book. 

2714. Is this your ground for believing that 
he sent you the book ? — It is not my ground for 
believing that he sent me the book ; it is one 
of my grounds for believing that he is the author 
of the book. 

2715. Sir Frederick Hcygate.~\ Did you write 
to thank him for it ? — I wrote to thank him, and 
this is his reply. 

2718. Did you intend to find out who was the 
author of the book by that letter ? — I thought it 
was he ; I did not know any person who would 
send rne the book ; he and I had been frequently 
engaged in polemical and controversial discus- 
sions. 

2717. Then this was an ingenious mode to 
discover that he was the real author ? — I had no 
doubt about the authorship. 

2718. Mr. Stacpoole. ] Did you know that he 
was the author before you received that letter ? 
— I was told so. I was asked by a person in 
Saekville-street, who came from the office, “ Have 
you seen George’s book ?” “ What book ?” said 
I. “ The book on Ultramontanism,” he replied. 
I can give the person’s name if the Committee 
desire it. 

2719. The O'Conor Don.l^ Had the book no 
signature of the writer ? — “ G. W. I.” 

2720. Those are Mr. Irwin’s initials ? — Yes. 

2721. Mr. Ayrton. ] Are we to understand 
that the evidence you have given about the 
office refers to the mode in which the business 
of the office was conducted before you left it ? — 
Yes; it is part and parcel of the mode of con- 
ducting the business. 

2722. All that you have stated since is not 
from your own knowledge, but entirely from 
what you have heard from people you have 
talked to ? — It is knowledge that has been com- 
municated gratuitously. It was a person in Mr. 
Irwin’s own division who first asked me if I had 
seen G eorge’s book. A few days after I received 
a copy. 

2723. Have you been in communication with 
Mr. Greene at all since you left the office ? — 
Yes; I think I addressed one or two letters to 
him. 

2724. Was that to inform him of the mis- 
conduct of the office? — No; it was no use 
telling him that. 

2725. Perhaps it was to ask for an appoint- 
ment ? — I asked for an appointment for a young 
lad, a son of mine, and I think there was no very 
great harm in that. 

2726. Did you get it? — No. 

2727. That did not improve your relations 
with Mr. Greene, I suppose?— It neither im- 
proved them nor made them any worse ; I had 



the same notions before and after ; I did not 
expect it. I may go further than that. I be- 
lieve I made an application to the Commissioner 
for an appointment, and I applied to him to put 
forward my claims to the Treasury, for 1 thought 
I had a perfect right to some compensation. 
He politely but curtly informed me that, under 
all the circumstances of the case, he could not 
recommend my claims to the Treasury. He not 
only refused to put in my claim to the Treasury, 
but he tried to injure me with gentlemen in the 
country for whom I was doing business, by 
traducing my character to them. 

2728. These transactions did not improve your 
friendship for the commissioner or Mr. Greene? 
— My friendship is neither better nor worse than 
it was ; I have the same respect for the commis- 
sioner now that I have always had. 

2729. Your friendship for Mr. Greene when 
you were in the office led you to make a charge 
against him that he had improperly conducted 
himself? — I did not say improper conduct ; it 
was no fault of his if he was not qualified as a 
valuator ; that is not misconduct. 

2730. But you charged him with making a 
claim for and receiving money for his expenses 
on a journey which he did not perform? — Yes. 

2731. That was your charge ? — Yes. 

2732. Was not that investigated by Sir 
Richard Griffith ? — There was a certain investi- 
gation, but it was prejudged. 

2733. The charge was investigated? — Par- 
tially. 

2734. And other proceedings of yours were 
investigated, were they not, by Sir Richard 
Griffith?— Some of them were, and some were 
not. 

2735. You were asked to give particulars of 
general charges that you made, were you not ? — 

2736. And you did not do so ? — I did give 
particulars. 

2737. Did you give the particulars that were 
required? — I could not, because 1 conditioned 
that he should give me certain papers which he 
did not give me. 

2738. You did not give the particulars? — I 
did not get them. 

2739. The result of all these matters, I believe, 
was that you received a letter from Sir Richard 
Griffith?— Yes. 

2740. Removing you? — Yes. 

2741. Have you that letter witten by Sir 
Richard Griffith ? — I have ; it is a letter dated 
16th March 1857. 

2742. Is this the letter which you received — 
“Dublin, 16th March 1857. Sir, — In reply to 
your letter of the 11th instant, applying to me 
to discontinue the suspension I imposed upon 
you, I have to observe that with the exception 
of your charges against Mr. Greene, which on 
full investigation were proved to be unfounded, 
in your several letters from Galway you only 
made general charges, impugning xhe honesty 
of parties whom you did not name, stated to be 
employed under me as surveyors and valuators, 
and further, by your application to the accountant 
for certain documents relating to the accounts of 
two individuals, you implied a doubt as to the 
accuracy of their accounts. I offered to procure 
you any documents which you might think ne- 
cessary to substantiate specific charges ; but in 
your letter of the 5 th instant you decline making 
any ; in consequence of which, in my letter of 
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the 6th instant, I refused to supply you with any 
documents unless the specific charges they were 
required to substantiate were first submitted to 
me in writing. You have finally declined to 
specify those charges in the manner required, 
although you have not hesitated to throw out 
insinuations in your official letters, impugning the 
honesty and integrity of a number of persons 
employed in the service. Under these circum- 
stances I must observe that a right perception of 
the position you occupy should have impelled 
you not only to withdraw the charges you have 
made, but also to offer reasonable amends to those 
whom you have attempted to injure before any 
application for a removal of suspension. Your 
apparent insensibility to the extent of injury you 
contemplated, the number of families you might 
have ruined, and the unscrupulousness of the 
charges you have made, I regret to say, demand 
your removal from the service altogether. — I am, 
&c. (signed) Richard Griffith. — To Mr. John 
O’Reilly” ? — That is the letter he wrote. 

2743. Thereupon you were removed alto- 
gether ? — Yes ; I stated no more with regard to 
Mr. Greene’s incompetence for the office of su- 
perintendent than was admitted by the Commis- 
sioner; was that an unfounded charge? Mr. 
Greene made a journey to Ennistymon, or feigned 
to make a journey in August 1856. Mr. Bolton 
received a letter addressed to him there; Mr. 
Moylan was there, but Mr. Greene did not appear 
there ; but in his account he made a charge for 
travelling expenses in that month, and at that 
time. Was that an unfounded charge ? 

2744. Mr. Ayrton.'] You are uow repeating a 
charge which was investigated, and which you 
know was shown to be unfounded ? — Mr. Bolton 
would not come to the investigation that day, 
though I demanded it, in order that he might say 
whether Mr. Greene was there or not ; and why 
did Mr. Bolton open Mr. Greene’s letter ; if Mi-. 
Greene had any business there he knew the time 
that he ought to have been there, and was not. 

2745. Mr. Stacpoolc.] You say that you valued 
part of the county of Clare, when you were on 
the valuation service ? — No, not Clare ; I made 
private valuations in Clare. 

2746. Not public valuations ?— No. 

2747. Chairman.] Axe you still of opinion 
that the charges you made against Mr. Greene 
were well-founded? — I am still of the same 
opinion, and anything that the Commissioners of 
the Y aluation might assert could never alter that 
opinion. 



2748. Mr. Stacpoolc. J What part of Clare 
have you valued privately? — Near O’Brien’s 
Bridge. 

2749. You were never in the Barren country ? 
—No. 

2750. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick.] In what year 
were you dismissed ? — 1 was first suspended from 
employment. On the 21st February 1857, I 
was told to go back and finish my district of 
Galway which I was revising ; I remained a few 
minutes in the office of the superintendent who 
had charge of Galway, and while I was there the 
Commissioner, Mr. Greene, Mr. Jones, and Mr. 
Buck were in conclave in the valuation room 
where the investigation was held, and in a few 
minutes I received a letter, when I was leaving 
the office, suspending me until such time as the 
documents I required should be procured. 

_ 2751. I asked you in what year you were 
dismissed? — In the year 1857. 

2752. Sir Frederick Hey gate.] Were you 
many years in the service ? — Twenty years and 
21 days. 

2753. What were you previously? — I served 
my time to a surveyor and valuator in Castle 
Blaney, a man very eminent in his profession. I 
was attracted to the valuation by a Captain 
Innis who happened to be appointed to the 
barony of Cremorne, who was looking out for 
some person as an office assistant, and I was 
afterwards employed by him. 

2754. You were 20 years in the service? — 
Yes, I was in the country with him when the 
country offices were broken up. 

2755. Mr. Ayrton.] Did you conduct your 
business under that book of instructions {handing 
the same to the Witness ) ? — I did my work under 
this book by the order of the Commissioner. 

2756. That is the book of 1853 ? — Yes, that is 
the fourth and last book. 

2757. Before that you did business under the 
previous books?— Under all the books as they 
were issued, in 1833, 1836, 1839, 1853. 

2758. There were five books in all? — Yes; 
there was a small book given to the surveyors 
and valuators. 

2759. The O’ Conor Don.] Were all tlie direc- 
tions in that book attended to by the valuators ? 
— -They were not ; if there was anything in it 
with regard to taxing it was not attended to ; 
they did not dig up the soil ; the tenement valua- 
tion in its later stages was not an examination 
of soil or subsoil ; it was a view valuation. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Monday , 14 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Colonel French. 



Mr. Herbert. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Pollard- Urquhart. 



COLONEL FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. Michael Fltnn, called in; and Examined. 



2760. Chairman.'] You reside in the county 
of Roscommon ? — Yes. 

2761. I believe you have had many oppor- 
tunities of ascertaining, as a farmer and as an 
agent, the value of land? — Yes. 

27 62. And you have availed yourself of those 
opportunities as much as possible ? — I have. 

2763. You are at present Clerk of the Poor 
Law Union of Strokestown ? — I am. 

2764. Previous to your appointment, were you 
in the office of the treasurer of the county of 
Roscommon ?— Yes, and I am still. 

2765. In both these offices your official duties 
brought you into communication with the officers 
employed in the general valuation of Ireland ? — 
Yes, I have been in communication with them in 
my poor law capacity. I have had no direct 
communication with the officials in my capacity 
as deputy treasurer. 

2766. You are aware that imperative present- 
ments come from them to be passed by the grand 
jury?— Yes. 

2767. But you are not aware how the amounts 
are made up ? — No. 

_ 2768. Those amounts are, I believe, very con- 
siderable ?— About 400 7. a year; that is the 
average of the last two years. One year was 
390 /., and the other 410 l. 

2769. The O' Conor Don.] That is only half 
the total amount ?— That is a moiety of the ex- 
pense. 

2770. Chairman.] Being for a revision, it is 
only one moiety of the expense said to be in- 
curred ? — It is half the expense for the revision 
of the county of Roscommon. 

2771. Does it appear to you, from your know- 
ledge of the duties that are discharged by the 
revisors, that that is a very high sum for the 
county to pay ? — It does. 

2772. Have you ever taken into consideration 
the work that they do, and can you state your 
opinion as to what, considering the value re- 
ceived by the county, would be a fair sum for 
the county to pay as one-half of the expenditure ? 
—I think that paying a full price for what the 
county gets, 200 l. a-year would be sufficient, 
and I will state my reasons if you think proper. 

2773. "Will you state what the duties of the 
revisors are, and what books they supply, the 
number of town lands, the number of occupiers. 



the number of charges made, and all the work 
done by the revisors ?— I have set my clerks to 
work to count the number of tenements, and I 
have compared the books furnished to the count)- 
treasurer of 1867 with those of 1868. I have 
noted the various changes that were made, so as 
to be enabled to see what was done in the way 
of revision. 

2774. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] Are you speak- 
ing of the whole union ? — The whole county ; in 
my capacity of deputy treasurer of the county I 
am supplied with the books of the whole county. 
I find that the number of tenements is 32,956 ; 
the number of town lands (which also form lines 
in the copying clerk’s work) is 2,043 ; the num- 
ber of parishes is 63 ; this gives a total of 35,062 
lines; that is the work supplied to the county 
treasurer ; there are nine books supplied contain- 
ing. 35,062 lines ; I estimate that those can be 
copied and compared for 1 7. a thousand ; that 
would amount to 35 7. 

2775. Are copies made of each? — One copy is 
furnished to the county treasurer ; that is the 
value that the county gets through the office. 
The alterations that I find, by comparing the 
two books, to have been made are 1,545 cases in 
which the name alone has been changed, and 933 
in which an alteration in the value occurs. I 
have, noted the smallest alteration, merely the 
striking out of a house, a cabin being demolished, 
altering the value to the extent of five or ten 
shillings. In the case of the Poor Law books 
new books are supplied only once in five years. 
Different coloured ink is used every year for 
making the alterations. The changes are made 
by drawing the pen across the name as it stood 
in the previous year, and a particular coloured 
ink is selected for each year. Red ink for one 
year, green for another, blue for another, and so 
on. I calculate that the 1,545 changes of name 
and the 933 changes of figures in the valuation, 
as well as the re-adding of the town lands, could 
be done for 10 7. 

27/6. Colonel Forde.] Do I understand you 
to say that there is not a book delivered to the 
P oor Law Union each year ? — No ; the old books 
are altered until the alterations are so numerous 
that the various coloured inks are exhausted, 
then a new set of books is supplied. 

2777. Mr. Herbert.] Have they to pay for new 
books? — 
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books ? — I cannot say ; the items are not given. 
I will assume that new books are made once in five 
years. I think that a new set of books could be 
made for 50 /., Poor Law books. They are some- 
what more troublesome than the books of the 
treasurer, because, though there are only the 
same number of items, the names of the imme- 
diate lessor and the immediate proprietor are 
given in addition, and that might make it more 
expensive. Taking the cost at 50/., I add a 
fifth of that for the annual expense, namely, 10/. 

2778. Chav man.'] You say the books are pre- 

ared once in four or five years ? — Yes ; and 

ifferent coloured inks are used to mark the cor- 
rections of each year. 

2779. Most of the alterations in value are 
merely the striking out of small items, such as 5 /. 
or 10 /. ? — Mostly. 

2780. Such as occurs when a cabin has been 
levelled, and the people have gone away ? — Yes; 
sometimes a whole item is struck out, and some- 
times a holding is reduced by five, or 10, or 15 
shillings. 

2781. Is there any necessity for professional 
acquirements in such works as merely striking 
out an item where cabins have been removed ?— 
No ; it is a question of integrity more than of 
professional acquirements, so far as striking off 
names is concerned. 

2782. Strokestown Union, I believe, is about 
a sixth of the county ? — Yes ; a sixth in the valua- 
tion, and almost one-sixth in area. 

2783. What is the time ordinarily occupied by 
a revisor? — Not having specially noted it, I can 
only speak from memory. I should say certainly 
not three weeks in the year. 

2784. Would one man be able to revise not 
the union only, but the whole county in three 
months?— I should give a little more time than 
that ; I would say IS weeks ; three weeks for each 
union. If Strokestown can be done in three 
weeks, I do not see anything in the circumstances 
of the remainder of the county that would lead 
me to infer that it could not be done in five times 
three weeks. 

2785. Mr. Stacpoole.] Is Strokestown the largest 
union ? — It is the only union that is exclusively 
in the county ; all other unions have portions of 
other counties in them. 

2786. StrokestoAvn is exclusively in Roscom- 
mon? — Yes: my calculation is that a revisor 
could do the county in 18 weeks; calculating 
his salary at 400 /. a-year, the cost would amount 
to 140 Z. ; that brings my whole calculation to 1 95 /. 

27S7. Chairman. 1 When the presentment 
comes down to the grand juries to levy a given 
sum of money, certified by the Under Secretary 
of the Lord Lieutenant, have the grand jury any 
power of ascertaining whether the amount 1 is 
correct or not ? — They have no power. 

2788. Is it imperative ?— It is imperative on 
the grand jury. 

2789. And in the event of the grand jury de- 
clining to present this sum, is there a power vested 
m . *“ e judges to put the amount on the levy 
without the consent of the grand jui-y ?— Yes. 

2790. You have said that from your knowledge 
ot the working of the system, a competent revisor 
may be got for a much smaller sum than is now 
demanded by the General Board of Valuation ?— 
i say that I think the amount of duty done by 
the revisor can be purchased at a very much less 

present^ C ° UUty ° f 110300111111011 pays at 
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2791. It has been stated that a competent, pro- 
fessional man could revise three counties, Gal- 
way, the second largest county in Ireland, Mayo, 
the third largest county, and Roscommon, and 
that he would be amply paid at about one-third 
of what is charged to these counties? — I should 
think that the revision of the tliree counties would 
be more than a man could do. 

2792. It was stated that he would be amply 
paid by 700/. a year? — I imagine it would be 
difficult for one man to revise the whole. 

2793. If the entire county of Roscommon can 
be done in 18 weeks, do you not think that the 
three counties could be done in 12 months ? — In 
some years probably they could, but circum- 
stances may arise that would make the revision 
more difficult, so that it could not be done with- 
in a year, and that would lead to public incon- 
venience. I should not like to see a revising 
valuator taxed to the utmost of his power. 

2794. Do you consider the tenement valuation 
is an accurate one as to the value of the lands, or 
as relative to the valuation of other lands in the 
county ? — Taking the same classes of land, and 
comparing the different holdings in the same 
class, I think that the valuation is, perhaps, as 
relative and fair as any one could reasonably 
expect; but if you take different classes of land 
the valuation is not relative. 

2795. Do you consider that the tillage lands 
are valued very considerably over the grass 
lands ? — I do ; I consider that the rich grazing 
lands are valued much lower than they ought to 
be, compared with the poor tillage lands ; I think 
that the valuation of poor lands valued by the Ord- 
nance at from 8 s. to 13 s. per statute acre, is too 
much compared with others. In many parts the 
valuation is as high as the letting value ; while 
it is notorious that graziers will sometimes give 
considerably over the valuation. 

2796. Do you think that any correction, 
merely by adding a per-centage or taking a per- 
centage from the present valuation, would be 
fair, just, or satisfactory ? — I donotthink itwould 
be satisfactory. 

2797. Colonel Forde.] Do you think that a 
new valuation is necessary ? — I think that a new 
valuation is necessary. There is another class of 
land that came into use immediately after the 
famine of 1846. It was discovered in 1846 and 
1847, that moor lands of no great value, “ cut- 
away bogs ” as they were called, on which no 
value was set before, and of which no use was 
made except for feeding snipes, would grow 
potatoes while rich land would not. Accordingly 
they have been cultivated for some time, and it is 
found that after a year or two they will grow 
pretty good meadow. Lands of this sort that 
were valued at 9 d., I s., and 2 s., per statute 
acre, are now let from 1 /. to 30 s. an acre. I 
have known poor lands a long time in tillage 
valued so high that you could not get a solvent 
tenant for them. In my own experience, during 
the lifetime of my father, whose business I dis- 
charged for some time when he was ill, I had a 
farm of the class of land that I have mentioned, 
and I was a year before I could set it at the Poor 
Law valuation. 

2798. What sort of land ? — A poor, low class of 
tillage land that had been a long time in tillage. 
On the other hand, I know that there have been 
grass farms setting at 100 per cent, over the 
tenement valuation. 

2799. Chairman .] At what season of the year 

p 3 do 
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do you conceive that it would be advisable that 
the revision should take place ? — In the summer 
season, from the spring till the commencement of 
winter, I think that season has everything to 
recommend it. The days are longer, ancl the maps 
and books that have sometimes to be brought 
out bv the revision can be exposed with less risk 
to injury, and there arc greater facilities for 
obtaining practical information from other sources. 
The revisor can see the class of land better if he 
has to make a subdivision, and value one portion 
as against another. He can judge better when 
the land is bearing fruit than when it is barren. 
I think the revision could be done better at that 
period, and in a shorter time. 

2800. Formerly on tillage lands there was a 
bi^h price put on loamy, heavy soils, on account 
of their supposed capacity to grow wheat? — Yes. 

2801. Do you think that was justifiable? — I 
think it does not apply to the present time. If 
the valuation bears relation to the letting value it 
does not apply. 

2802. You stated your opinion that a new 
valuation was necessary ? — Absolutely necessary, 
that is comparing one class of land with another. 
On the east side of Strokestown union there is a 
very poor class of land, and I know some very 
bad land valued as high as 28 s. or 30 s. an Irish 
acre ; while the grazing lands on the west side of 
the district are valued at about 38 s. an Irish acre. 
I believe a grazier paying 38 s. an acre for these 
lands would make more profit than another man 
would make if he paid 10 s. an acre for the poor 
land, or probably even if he got it for nothing. 

2803. Your reason for considering a new valua- 
tion to be requisite is on account of the errors of 
the present tenement valuation ? — I would rather 
say on account of the error of principle. The 
principle on which the valuation was based Avas 
erroneous- 

2804. Mr. Ayrton.] In some respects? — As 
comparing one class -of land with another. I 



think the valuation is as equitable as you can ex- 
pect from human knowledge, as comparing dif- 
ferent land of the same quality. In that respect 
I have no reason to suppose that the valuation is 
incorrect. 

2805. Chairman.'] Are you aware that the 
cost of the tenement valuation was 325,000 1. 1 — I 
am not. 

2806. And that that was paid exclusively by 
the counties in Ireland ? — I was not aware of it 

2807. Are you aware that there was no contri- 
bution from the Treasury, or any other body, to- 
wards the payment for the valuation ? — I was not 
aware of it, 1 have not inquired into that fact. 

2S08. Does it strike you to be a great hard- 
ship on the counties, that, having paid about three 
times more than was necessary for the payment 
of the valuation, they are now to be called upon 
to pay for a new valuation on account of the 
errors of those persons over whom they have had 
no control, and who were not nominated by them? 
— I imagine that, bearing in mind that the income 
tax in Ireland is assessed on the tenement valua- 
tion, if there is to be a new valuation it would 
only be fair that the nation should pay a share of 
the expenses. With regard to the original faulti- 
ness of the valuation, I am not in a position to 
express an opinion that would be of any value. 

28u9. Would it be anything out of the way, 
considering that the counties have been put to 
this expense sanctioned by the Treasury, that 
they should pay one-half of the valuation as well 
as one-half of the revision ? — I see no reason that 
woidd apply to their paying for half of the revi- 
sion that would not also operate as regards their 
payment of half of the expense of the general 
valuation. I think the cases are perfectly 
parallel. 

2810. I believe you have the details of the 
calculations to which you have referred, with re- 
gard to the revision of Roscommon in 1868 r— 
Yes, these are the details : 



Statistics of Revision of 1868 of County Roscommon. 
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2811. The O' Conor Don.] With respect to the 
figures you gave us, I understand you to state 
that in' the whole county of Roscommon there 
were only 1,545 tenements in which there was an 
alteration in names ? — Yes. 

2812. And 983 in which there was an altera- 
tion in value ? — Yes. 

2813. Does the 1.545 include the 933? — It 
may include some of them. Suppose the case of 
a small cabin valued at 10 s . ; the entry might be 
‘• Paddy Yokes, cabin, 10 s" In case that was 
obliterated, the pen would be drawn across it. In 
that case it would be counted in both. 

2814. The 933 includes all such cases r— The 
1,545 includes as many of that class as are in- 
cluded in the 933. I cannot say how many there 
are. 

2815. And there are only 286 towulands m 
which valuation was altered? — Yes, 286 towulands 
in which there were alterations in value. 

2816. Only 286 in the whole county ?— Only 
286 in the whole county in which the value was 
altered. 

2817. Have there been many towulands, to 
vour knowledge, s * striped" lately in the county 
of Bose mmiou ?— No, I should think not. 

2818. Could you form an opinion how many 
towulands had been striped since the valuation 
was published ; how many on an average 
every year? — I cannot remember so far back. 
After the famine years of 1861, 1862 and 1863, 
there were a good many changes; in the poor 
lands particularly, from which the tenants had 
gone away, and the holdings were changed. 
About 1865 matters settled down to about their 
normal condition. I should think, from 1865 to 
the present time, there have not been in Sirokes- 
town more than two cases a year in which there 
lias been a general striping. 

2819. Only about an average of two eases? — 
I should think that would cover it. From 1864 
or 1865 to the present time 10 or 12 cases of 
general striping would be the outside. I speak 
from memory, and subject, of course, to correc- 
tion. On looking over the list of changes in 
Strokestown for one year l find only two town- 
lands where there has been anything like striping, 
Ballafeeny and Pollymount, where Mr. Packen- 
ham Mahon took off a few patches for plantation, 
about 50 acres. I could not fix on any others. 
I cannot remember any general striping for the 
last year or two. 

2820. I understood you to state that, be- 
sides being clerk of the union you have been 
doing work for the treasurer of the county ? — 
Yes. 

2821. It is one of the duties of the treasurer of 
the county to copy out the tenement lists to give 
the collectors? — Yes. 

2822. Is that work of a very scientific charac- 
ter that could not be done by any ordinary clerk ? 
— An ordinary clerk copies the list, and I make 
the calculations myself, or check them. 

2823. You estimate the cost at 1 1. per 1,000 
lines? — Yes. 

2824. Do you not think that is a very high 
charge for copying? — l could get the copying 
done at a lower rate ; but a voluminous work of 
that sort you cannot get done by a person in 
whom you have not confidence. You must pay 
a good class of men for doing work of that sort, 
because absolutely to check them would be nearly 
to do the work over again. You cannot expect 
to get a good man at a low rate. I have put 

0.57. 



down a very fair figure in my estimate. I have 
tried to estimate the cost at a full, fair rate. 

2825. You estimate that the revisor is about 
three weeks in your union? — Yes, three weeks 
would be the outside. I speak from memory. 
I could not say that on an average the re visor 
has been three weeks in the Strokestown union. 
I estimate his salary at 400 l. a year. The cost 
of furnishing the valuation lists to the treasurer, 

I estimate at 35 I. ; correcting the valuation lists 
of the poor law unions, 10 l. 

2S26. Is not that a part of the revisor’s duty ? 
— He could do it. 

2827. Does he not do it? — He did it one j'ear, 
not every year. One year I got the valuation 
list from the re visor ; every othev year I have 
had them from the Valuation Office. New lists I 
assume to be made once every five years, and I 
calculate that that can be done for 50 l . ; that 
would be 10 /. annually. The re visor’s salary 
for 18 weeks, at 400 l. a j'ear, would be 140 L, 
making a total, according to my calculation, of 
19 51., or something less than half of the moiety 
which the county pays. I consider that is all 
that the county gets ; the rest is for the 
records. 

282S. This work which you estimate can be 
done- for 200 l., costs under the present system 
about 800 1. i — Yes ; there are some office copies, 
and things of that sort, which I have not esti- 
mated, but I do not think they can be very con- 
siderable. 

2829. You propose an alteration in the time 
when the annual revision should take place ; are 
not the collectors bound to furnish to the Valua- 
tion Office, lists of all the changes that have taken 
place between one year and another? — Yes; aucl 
the time, as far as most unions are concerned 
(certainly Strokestown), at which they are called 
upon to furnish it, is an absurd time. The Act 
of Parliament has fixed it. The rate is made in 
October, and the collectors are to furnish their 
lists in November. Before the 21st of Novem- 
ber, I am bound to furnish a list to the General 
Valuation Office. I can get no lists at that time, 
because the collectors have not begun their col- 
lection, and have not placed themselves in a 
position to acquire information. They have no 
information to give. The revisor generally ap- 
points a daj r , and the collectors wait on him and 
give him all the information they possess ; that 
is in February. If the revision was made merely 
on the lists furnished in November, it would be 
useless; at least it would always be a year 
behind. 

2830. The lists are called for before the collec- 
tors go out to collect the rate ?— In Strokestown 
union. 

2831. Before they know what the changes 
are? — Yes. 

2832. You think that if the time was altered to 
the summer months, after they had made the 
collection, they would be in a better position to 
furnish the list of changes ? — I think so ; I think 
the collectors would be in a better position to 
give information in March than they would be in 
November ; and if the revision was done from 
March to November, it would be done with more 
comfort to the revisors, with greater safety to 
the books, and in a shorter time. 

2833. When a tenement is divided in the 
country, as far as your experience goes, does not 
the revisor calculate the value of each portion of 
that tenement, and applot it between the new 

p occupiers ? — 
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Mr. occupiers ? — Yes ; but t-lie division of a tenement 

M. Flynn, of late years has been very much the exception; 

consolidation has been the rule. 

14 J une 2834. There has not been much division ? — 

1 869. Not much. 

2835. Either in part or in the whole of tene- 
ments ? — Very little ; it has been more consoli- 
dation than division. 

2836. When you speak of consolidation, does 
it generally take the form of the whole of one 
tenement being added to the whole of another? 
— Just as often or oftener than anything else. 
A tenant goes out, and another tenant gets his 
land added. 

2837. It is not a portion given to one, and a 
portion given to another? — Sometimes ; but the 
changes that have come under my own notice 
have been, as a rule, whole changes. 

2838. Therefore, the work in those cases is 
merely to transfer the tenement from one name 
to another ? — Yes. 

2839. Mr. Ayr ton. Do you forward to the 
Valuation Board a list of these particulars: the 
number of changes of occupancy ; the number of 
changes in area and in valuation, on the division 
or consolidation of farms ; the number of houses 
thrown down, built, or improved, and of gasworks or 
other works requiring re-valuation or alteration ? 
— I am bound to furnish a list, including all the 
notices that I have received either from the col- 
lectors, who are officially bound to furnish me 
with information, or from the ratepayers them- 
selves; but, as a rule, that list has been a perfect 
blank. 

2840. You have not forwarded it? — For the 
last three years I have not had a dozen names to 
supply. 

2841. Do you know whether the clerks of the 
other unions in the county of Roscommon have 
bad lists to send up? — Of course they are bound 
to send lists ; I cannot say to what extent the 
lists go. 

2842. Then, you would not be able to inform 
me of any particulars with reference to the fact 
that from the different clerks in Roscommon, 
during the years 1866-7-8, 1,833 such notices 
were received? — I could not. I know the num- 
ber I have sent has been very few. 

2843. Have you examined carefully all the 
different changes made by the Board during any 
one of those years in all the particulars I have 
stated? — I have examined the books furnished 
to the county treasurer ; and I have compared 
the books of 1867 with those of 1868. I have 
made a mark on one side if the name has been 
changed, and a mark on the other side if the 
value has been changed. 

2844. If the Valuation Board has counted the 
average of changes made under those various 
heads during the years I have named at 2,525, 
there would be an irreconcilable discrepancy 
between your counting and theirs? — It would 
depend upon whether the changes in previous 
years have been greater than the changes last 
year. I took the latest books I have, and com- 
pared the books of 1867 with those of 1868. 

2845. Do you not think it would be better, in 
finding out what the work of the department is, 
to take an average, say of three years, than to 
take one year? — It was a perfectly gratuitous 
act on my part to take one year and compare it 
with another ; the work occupied two clerks for 
a week. If I had thought it desirable I would 
freely have devoted a few weeks more. 



2846. You agree with me that it would tend 
to a better appreciation, though the labour being 
so great you aid not undertake it? — Yes. 

2847. In your estimate you have stated that 
certain things would be done ; did I understand 
you that they would all be done by one person? 
— No, but they could be done. If the whole 
county of Roscommon were left to one man he 
could safely do everything that I have put 
down. 

2848. Could he do all the work himself?— 
He could do all the work himself. 

2849. Without any clerk or assistant ? — Y es, 
provided he took a whole year ; he could not do 
it in 18 weeks. 

2850. Do you think it would be satisfactoiy to 
the landowners of Roscommon and the occupants, 
that all their liabilities in respect of rating should 
depend upon the opinion of a person paid a salary 
of 200 1. a year ? — No ; I am rather opposed to 
placing the duties in the hands of a lowly paid 
man. 

2851. Having regard to the responsibility of 
his position, and the fact that all the taxation of 
the county was to depend upon his act, he would 
have to be a person paid for his responsibility, 
and not for his work ? — Decidedly. 

2852. Just as a professional man is paid not 
as a clerk, but for his responsibility? — Yes; 
I am supposing that it takes a man a whole 
year. 

2853. Taking that into account, you will have 
to substitute for that individual responsibility the 
charge of a Board of Supervision to watch over, 
check, and correct him ? — Yes. I calculate that 
the revisor should be paid at the rate of 4001. 
a year. 

2854. Then a man doing the work locally, if 
he was not paid very highly for his responsibility, 
would require to be supervised by some board 
that would see that he did his duty ? — I think so. 
My desire is that there should be some easy 
mode of supervision. 

2855. You have not taken into account the 
making of new plans and maps of the county; 
that is entirely excluded ? — I have not taken any 
mapping into account. I have merely taken as 
the basis of my calculation the work that is abso- 
lutely done. 

2856. In a general view of the matter, that 
would have to be considered? — Yes; but I can- 
not imagine it would cost 600 l. a year. 

2857. Would not that depend upon the period 
within which the map had to be remade if it was 
a manuscript map ? — I did not understand that 
they were manuscript maps. I thought they 
were generally Ordnance maps, having the 
various lines that are necessary drafted in. 

2858. You are aware the Ordnance map is 
not a boundary map ? — I know it is not. 

2859. Therefore you would have to make a 
boundary map for the whole county by hand? — 
Yes. 

2860. And wherever the old map of the Ord- 
nance was not coincident with the present field 
boundaries and house boundaries you would have 
to make all those boundaries again by hand in 
the map of the whole county ? — Yes. 

2861. Then, supposing you were doing this 
locally, you would have to keep an office in the 
county for the occupants and owners to resort to 
to inspect the maps and make extracts from them? 
— Yes ; but I have not advocated that, it would 
be necessary so to keep the maps ; they are most 

important. 
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important. For no written description without 
a map could convey what is meant with sufficient 
accuracy to a future generation. 

2862. Supposing the maps to be done in the 
county, you would require a central office in the 
county under a very responsible person, who 
would prevent the maps from being tampered 
with or injured? — Yes. 

2863. And while the person in charge was 
going out valuing, you would have to leave in 
charge of the office another responsible person 
to answer inquiries and supply information? — 
Yes. 

2864. And you would have to keep clerks and 
map makers to supply, when required by the 
occupants and owners, certified extracts, which 
are received to some extent in Ireland as authentic 
documents ? — It is necessary to have a central 
office, and I think it better to have one for all 
Ireland. 

2865. If the work were done in the county, 
you would have to do all that in the county ? — 
Yes. 

2866. On those considerations you think it is 
far better to have a central office for records and 
for general administration and supervision? — 
I think a central office is necessary for the 
records. 

2867. I suppose you are not acquainted with 
the work of the central office ? — Of course I do not 
know the extent of it. I can form a pretty fair 
opinion as to the books. I suppose, as in the case 
of the Poor Law books, they correct them as 
long as they last. I can only form an opinion. 

2868. Have you ever been in the office ? — I 
have never been through the Valuation Office ; I 
have been in it. 

2869. You have been there as a stranger ? — 
As a perfect stranger ; I have not seen the 
interior. 

2870. What is the general estimate of occu- 
pants, farmers and others, of this valuation ; do 
they look upon it as a thing utterly discreditable, 
or do they think it of considerable value to them ? 
— I think that the opinion I expressed in the 
earlier part of my examination is the opinion of 
the public generally; that the valuation is 
erroneous in principle, comparing different classes 
of land, but that its relativeness, comparing the 
same classes of land, is as fair as it need be, and 
the accuracy and integrity of the officials have 
not been, in my experience, questioned. 

2871. So that apart from these things which 
you think ought, upon a revision, to be recon- 
sidered, you think that, on the whole, the pro- 
ceedings of the Valuation Board are satisfactory ? 
— If you asked my opinion with regard to the 
expenses I might give a different answer, but I 
am now merely speaking as to the work done ; I 
think it has been done in a satisfactory manner. 

2872. Mr. McCarthy Downing.'] You hold a 
position, I believe, in the treasurer’s office ? — 
Yes. 

2873. That, of course, gives you an opportunity 
of acquiring considerable knowledge in connec- 
rton with your office as clerk of the union? — 
Yes. 

. 2874. Is it not the fact that maps are lodged 
m the different poor law unions ? — No ; many 
boards of guardians have a map of the union made 
by pasting on the Ordnance sheets, but it is not 
usual to have maps in which the separate tene- 
ments are shown. 

28 I 5 ;„ Are not Ordnance sheets connected with 
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the union lodged at the different, unions ? — Not 
officially ; the guardians may provide themselves 
with these sheets ; in many cases they have done 
so, but they are not officially lodged. 

2876. With regard to the certified extracts 
made by the Valuation Office, are they not paid 
by the parties obtaining them ? — I presume they 
would be ; that does not come directly within my 
own information. 

2877. When the revisor goes down does he 
generally attend at the board-room ? — He attends 
the board-room, and meets the collectors. 

2878. The collectors of the union attend upon 
him ? — Yes, they are summoned to attend on 
him. 

2879. Their attendance upon him at the board- 
room must afford him very great facilities in 
doing his business? — Of course, almost all the 
facts are obtained from the collectors. 

2880. Can you say what time it would occupy 
in your union for a revisor, with the assistance of 
the collectors, to make the amendments that you 
speak of? — I am perfectly clear that the annual 
revision of Strokestown union has not taken the 
revisor three weeks, my impression is that it has 
not taken a fortnight, but I will not be positive 
on that. 

2881. Have you known many cases in which it 
was necessary for the revisor to go upon the land 
himself? — I think the revisor, as a rule, must go 
upon the land, even if it is reported to him that 
a house is knocked down ; he cannot safely take 
the ipse dixit of anybody. But that does not 
require much professional skill. He sees by the 
map the site of the house, and he goes to the 
place to see if it is unroofed. 

2882. I hope you do not mean that that duty 
occupies any considerable time ? — Unfortunately, 
in ray view (it may be fortunately in the views of 
others who regard the matter differently), there 
are many poor people, the workers of Ireland, 
who find themselves unable to live in it, and they 
leave it of their own accord. I do not say that 
there has been a system of universal eviction, or 
anything like it, on the contrary, I say there 
has not. 

2883. Do the people pull down their own 
houses ? — They leave them, and there is no one 
to replace them, the windows and doors are taken 
out, ancl the roofs drop in. 

2884. Does that take place to a considerable 
extent?— I would hazard the opinion that one- 
third of the 933 changes in value would be due 
to that. 

2885. Within what time ? — Within a year. 

2886. Within a year you think there would be 
300 such houses ? — I say that out of the 933 
changes one-third might be of that character. 
At first the farmer does not feel the matter pinch 
him, and if a rate, say of 8 d. in the pound, is 
made, he will not take the trouble to give the 
information ; but in a year or more there may be 
a 2 s. rate, and then if a house has been knocked 
down his attention is called to it, and he has it 
struck out. If there are 300 such houses struck 
out in a year; I do not say that they have all 
been demolished in a year ; it may be the work 
of two or three years. A hundred houses, I 
think, may be looked upon as being demolished 
every year, as the voluntary act of the people 
who leave. 

2887. After the alteration is made in the 
board-room, with the assistance of the collectors, 
does the revisor take the book? — The revisor 

Q does 
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does not alter the book in the board-room ; he 
takes his own notes ; he has a copy of the book 
himself, and he makes the alterations first in his 
own book, at the hotel or elsewhere, after he has 
acquired and checked the information ; then his 
book goes to Dublin, and a transcript is made 
from it : then the books of the former year are 
returned corrected. 

2888. Sent from the Valuation Office to you ? 
— Yes. 

2889. I think you said there was a new set 01 
books every four or five years? — Yes. 

2890. Do you say that you would yourself 
undertake the duties of the annual i-evision fox- 
10 /. ? — I did not say the annual revision ; I said 
1 would make the alterations in the book for 
10/. 

2891- For the whole union? — Yes; we have 
1,500 changes of name ; certainly that could be 
done in less than 1 0 days, and 1 /. a day would 
pay a man very well. 

2892. Have you found the collectors unwilling 
to assist the revisor ? — I have never found thexn 
unwilling. 

2893. Are you aware of any complaints to that 
effect having been made by the Valuation Office? 
— No, I have not. 

2894. Never? — Never; no complaints have 
been made in our pax-ticular locality. 

2895. You stated that you thought a new valua- 
tion was necessary? — Yes, decidedly. 

2896. You are well acquainted with the value 
of laud ? — I am. 

2897. You have practical knowledge? — I have 
practical knowledge as a farmer and the son of a 
farmer. 

2898. If you were valuing in a county different 
from your own, upon what would you base your 
valuation ? — I should base my valuation on the 
letting valxxe of land of the same class in the 
locality with which I was acquainted. 

2899. How would you ascertain the letting 
value ? — It is much easier to give a practical 
opinion than to give the reason why ; in going 
upon land I should judge by the herbage. I am 
now speaking more of grazing than of tillage 
lands, as my experience has been chiefly in that 
dii-ection. I eoxdd form an opinion from the 
herbage, and should have no hesitation in making 
an offer if I wanted the land. 

2900. Though you were a perfect stranger in 
the county ?— Yes; I should judge by the thick- 
ness and closeness with which the soil was fur- 
nished, the nature of the herbage, its sweetness, 
and so on. 

2901. Would not that depend on the manner 
in which the land had been treated for some time 
before? — I am not speaking of the value of the 
land a century ago, but as to its practical value 
to the farmer now. 

2902. Do I understand you to say that by see- 
ing the herbage upon the land, you would be 
able to estimate its value correctly ? — I would. 

2903. Without seeing the subsoil ? — I should 
examine the subsoil. 

2904. You would estimate the value without 
any practical knowledge of the letting value of 
the land in the county ? — You misunderstand me ; 
the value I would put on it would be the value 
attributable to such land in the locality with 
which I was acquainted ; I do not mean to say 
that I could tell you the value of a field in the 
neighbourhood of London; I could tell you the 
value in the neighbourhood of Strokestown. 



2905. Would not that be an erroneous way of 

valuing the whole of Ireland ? — I am not valuing 
it. ^ 

2906. I want to know upon what you would 
base your value; would it be the px-ice of butter? 
— I would estimate what the land was capable of 
yielding to the farmer. 

2907. Do you say that grazing land is of muck 
more value than tillage land ? — No ; I say that 
the lands in Roscommon that are now devoted to 
grazing are very' much more valuable than lands 
devoted to tillage. In fact, for some yeax-s, in 
Roscommon, grazing has been thought, where the 
land is suitable, to be more profitable than any 
other description of farming. 

2908. Do you confine vour evidence on that 
point to Roscommon? — I do not profess to o-o 
outside Roscommon. 

2909. You do not know the value of land in 
any other county ?— I know the value of lands 
in different portions of Roscommon ; I have a 
pretty fair acquaintance with the letting value, 
and 1 know what farmers can pay for the land. 

2910. You said you thought tliat the times for 
making the revision ought to be altered? — Yes. 

2911. Surely the rates are not struck in each 
county and union at the same period?— Not 
always ; it is a common thing in agricultural 
unions to strike the x-ate immediately before 
winter, as it is thought that on the harvest being 
realised the tenants are better able to pay ; all 
well-managed unions should strike their rates in 
October or September-. 

2912. Your objection to the valuation being 
made in November, was that the collectors had 
not made their corrections ? — That has been ray 
experience. 

2913. It would not be necessary, surely, in 
that case, to make any correction ; it is only if 
the rate is in arrear for six months that they are 
obliged to take notice of it with regard to the 
franchise ? — I am not speaking of tlxat ; I am 
speaking of their means of acquiring information ; 
the collector does not go x-ound searching for this 
information ; he only acquires it incidentally in 
the discharge of other duties. 

2914. Is he not acquiring information up to 
that very period ? — He acquires it in his collec- 
tions; I am speaking of Strokestown Union; if 
you ask a man to give you information before he 
has the means of acquiring it, you cannot expect 
him to give it you. 

2915. Suppose the rate to be struck in Septem- 
ber, when do you find it is collected ? — We strike 
the rates in October, and commence the collection 
at the end of November. 

2916. When is the rate collected? — From the 
end of November xrntil the end of March. 

2917. Do you not always give additional time • 
— The rates are always collected, except in the 
case of a very few people, by the 1st of April. 

2918. Would you be much surprised to find 
that in other unions the collection goes on until 
within a short period of strikiug the next rate . 
— I think it is a great mistake wherever it is so- 

2919. In that case the collector would be ac- 
quiring information all the time ? — I should 
imagine that in the course of the winter, even 
though people do not pay him, he would have 
made application, and he might hear it said, “ 1 
am not the person in possession ; some one else 
is” ; or, “ I have lost half this holding.” ■"*' 
though a man may not pay money he will 
information. 

2920. Mr- 
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2920. Mr. Stacpoole.] I think you said that a 
new valuation for Ireland was necessary ? — I 
speak of it as far as my knowledge extends. 
Within the boundary of Roscommon I consider a 
new valuation essential. 

2921. A revisor goes there periodically, does 
he not? — Yes. 

2922. Could not that revisor, if properly qua- 
lified, alter the valuation at these periodical revi- 
sions? — There should be a new valuation on a 
new basis. If you took certain standard lands 
and said, “ These are right ; continue the valua- 
tion so far as these are concerned, and reduce 
what is high as compared with them, and increase 
what is low as compared with them” ; that might 
suffice ; but that would be a general valuation. 

2923. If a revisor sees that a farm is improved, 
that houses are built or drained, does lie not in- 
crease the valuation? — He increases the value 
of houses. 

2924. If a farm is fenced, does he increase the 
valuation ? — No, he cannot do that. 

2925. Mr. M‘Cartky Doicning.] Do you think 
that the farmers in the country would be satisfied 
with a person locally appointed ? — I can better 
express my own opinion. I should not be 
satisfied. 

2926. You agree that it would be better to 
•have a professional person sent down unac- 
quainted with the county, than a local man ? — 
Yes. 

2927. Chairman.'] Y’ou stated that your evi- 
dence, as to the employment of revisors, was 
confined to Roscommon ? — Yes. 

2928. Have you any reason to think that they 
would act differently in any other part of Ireland 
from what they do in Roscommon ? — I have no 
reason to think so. I have no reason to suppose 
that Roscommon is not a fair specimen of all 
Ireland, as regards valuation proceedings. 

2929. You have been asked whether it would 
be necessary to have something in the nature of 
a Board of Supervision ? — I did not say that 
there should be a board, but that there should be 
some means of supervising and checking, I did 
not define it in any way. 

2930. Whatever the means may be, there 
must be competent and educated persons able to 
discharge the duties satisfactorily ? — I should say 
so. I think the person to supervise the valuation 
should be practically a valuer, an engineer, and 
a mathematician : a man who, in the case of any 
abuse, or alleged abuse, would be able to investi- 
gate and form an opinion from his own information 
and abilities. 

2931. You are aware that there is very great 
dissatisfaction amongst the ratepayers of Ros- 
common, on account of the present system? — I 
know that those who are capable of forming an 
opinion, and who hold bad lands, feel themselves 
aggrieved, believing their taxation to be irrelative 
when compared with the taxation of the rich 
grazing farms, and that is my own decided opinion. 
I have no doubt about it, and I may be said to be 
impartial, inasmuch as my own land, and the 
lands of my immediate friends belong to that 
class that I say is lowly valued relatively. 

2932. Should you Bay that persons ignorant of 
the valuation of either lands or houses were fit to 
be placed on the Board of Supervision?— 
Decidedly, they would not be the most competent 
people. 

2933. Do you think that such persons would 
be fit?— I think not. 

0.57. , 



2934. The O'Conor Don .] In answer to a 
Member of the Committee you stated that the 
collectors in your district had not, as a rule, fur- 
nished the lists required by the Act of Parlia- 
ment? — Not at the time required, in November. 

2935. I believe you attribute that to the fact 
that the time for furnishing the lists is a very in- 
convenient one ? — To the fact that they had no 
story to tell at that time. 

2936. After the revisor comes down, the col- 
lectors furnish him with a list of changes ? — 
They do. They give him from their books state- 
ments of all the changes to which their attention 
has been called, and he writes them down. 

2937. You were asked whether, in making the 
calculation that you have put in, you had not 
taken one particular year, and not an average of 
years, as to the amount of work done in the an- 
nual revision ; did you not also take the actual 
cost of the revision in that particular year? — I 
did. 

2938. And are you aware that the Valuation 
Office has represented that the cost of the revi- 
sion varies in proportion to the changes that take 
place each year ? — I was not aware of that. 

2939. If that is the case, if the Valuation Office 
has represented that the cost of the revision 
varied in proportion to the changes, would it not 
be perfectly fair to take one year and compare 
the work of that year with the cost ? — It would. 

I took the latest books I have. I did not select 
them in preference to any others, but I took 
them because they were at hand, and cleaner and 
better kept than the older books, some of which 
are mildewed. 

2940. You were asked whether there was not 
a great responsibility devolving upon the person 
who conducted the annual revision of the valua- 
tion; do you believe that ? — I believe that there is 
great responsibility. An unprincipled man might 
interfere with the franchise. I can state my ex- 
perience on the subject before the general valua- 
tion. I will not refer to any particular union or 
county. 

2941. Are you going to refer to a revision of 
the valuation or to an actual valuation ? — It was 
a revision of a valuation. Shortly after the 12 l. 
franchise came to be introduced, a gentleman 
who desired to have political influence, so at 
least I inferred from his proceedings, purchased 
an estate on which there was an item represented 
as in the owner’s possession valued at 24 l. A 
relative of his happened to be the local revisor, 
and in the return made to the clerk of the union 
the. 24 l. was obliterated, and the sum was sub- 
divided so as to make voters four, or five, or six 
in number, falsely representing them as being in 
possession of land which was never divided 
amongst them. It was merely by an incidental 
conversation with the collector that the clerk of 
the union ascertained that that was the case, and 
prevented the thing being done. He is bound 
on oath, wherever he is aware that parties are not 
in possession of land to which they are rated, to 
make an objection, and, when the case comes for 
hearing before the quarter sessions, to state the 
grounds of objection. 

2942. When did this take place ? — Before the 
tenement valuation came into operation. 

2943. Colonel Forde.~\ Under the old poor- 

law valuation?— Yes. From that incident I 

should not be deeply in love with local reviaors, 
particularly if they were appointed at a small 
salary. 

Q ^ 2944. Supposing 
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2944. Supposing a local revisor, or one of the 
present revisors, to be appointed to do this work 
in the country, and that the work was afterwards 
sent to the office in Dublin, and checked there 
under the same kind of supervision as exists at 
present, do you not think that you might have 
in the county a fit and proper person who would 
do the work for the sum you have mentioned ? — 
I think that a fit and proper person could be got, 
not confining himself* entirely to that duty, but 
having other duties to perform, for the sum I 
have mentioned. At the same time I wish it to 
be understood that I do not desire a local appoint- 
ment 

2945- I understand you to say that you think 
a competent person could be got to do the work 
in the country which is now done for about 200 1. 
a year ? — I think so. 

2946. That work might be afterwards sent up 
to the office in Dublin, and be there subjected to 
the checking that exists at present? — Yes. 

2947. Do you think that the checking in the 
office in Dublin ought to cost 600 1. a year, when 
the actual work in the country would only cost 
200 /. ? — As far as I can offer an opinion, it ought 
not. 

2948. Chairman.'] When you use the term, 
ct local revisor,” do you mean a person appointed 
for the locality, or a person taken out of the 
locality ? — I mean a person appointed by the 
locality. 



2949. You would not employ the term, “ local 
revisor,” in the case of a revisor for a county or 
for a province? — I consider that a man might 
be a revisor for the county, and might even 
live in the county, but I should not like him 
to be underpaid, or to be subject to local influ- 
ences. 

2950. But he would come under the class of 
local revisors ? — It was not of that class of local 
revisors that I was speaking. 

2951. Your objections to local revisors do not 
apply to men of that class ? — They do not. 

2952. The O’ Conor Don^] You have referred 
to the fact that there are a great many changes 
through houses being thrown down ; does not 
that often happen, owing to a better class of 
house being built ? — Sometimes; unfortunately we 
are still becoming more grazing every year ; when 
a house is said to be thrown down it does not 
always mean a dwelling-house ; aman, for instance, 
has a barn, or a cowshed, or has two or three 
little offices that, after a few years, he finds use- 
less ; the thatch gets worn off, and he does not 
think it worth while to thatch again ; he knocks 
the building down, and gets 5 s. or 10 s. struck 
off the valuation. 

2953. Mr. Ayrton.~\ You mean buildings, not 
dwelling-houses ? — Buildings ; I include dwelling- 
houses, but I refer to the buildings as well, which 
constitute perhaps more than half. 



Mr. John Edward Vernon, called in; and Examined. 



2954. Chairman.'] I believe you manage 
that very large property belonging to Mr. Sidney 
Herbert, near Dublin ? — I do. 

2955. Have you had large experience in dif- 
ferent parts of Ireland, as to the valuation of 
land ? — I have had a great deal. 

2956. You have been agent to some other pro- 
perties ? — Yes, I am now. 

2957. In what counties? — In Cavan, West- 
meath, and Cork. 

2958. Altogether you are agent for a very 
considerable rental ? — Somewhere about 60,000 1. 
a year. 

2959. I presume you have had occasion to in- 
quire very particularly into the value of lands ? 
— Yes, necessarily. 

2960. It is one of your chief duties to make 
yourself master of the value of different classes 
of land in different localities ? — Yes. 

2961. In the course of your investigations, I 
presume you have occasionally compared the 
tenement valuation or the townland valuation 
with the rental? — Yes, I have done so for many 
years. 

2962. Will you state to the Committee gene- 
rally, what is your opinion as to the relation of 
the letting value of the land to the townland, 
and the tenement valuation ? — It varies very 
much in different counties. 

2963. How does it stand in the county of 
Dublin? — In Dublin the valuation of the pro- 
perty which I manage is generally very much 
below the rent. 

2964. I believe that that property consists 
largely in residences, villas, and so on, which 
have been built at the expense of the occupiers ? 
—Quite so. 



2965. Therefore, as a matter of course, the 
valuation which was commenced in many cases 
years before those houses were built, would be, 
and ought to be, considerably lower, taking into 
consideration that it is the tenants’ capital that 
has made the increase? — Yes; the valuation 
would be altered as the houses were being built. 

2966. How do you find the valuations in 
Cavan, Down, and other counties ? — In Ulster, 
generally, the valuation approximates very closely 
to the letting value. 

2967. I believe there has been an increased 
value placed generally on the lands of Ulster ?— 
So far as my experience goes. 

2968. There has been a great deal of capital 
laid out on linen works, mills, and things of that 
kind in Ulster ? — Apart from that, the valuation 
of the soil is higher in Ulster than in any other 
part of Ireland with which I am acquainted. 

2969. Is the increase chiefly owing to the addi- 
tional property that has been bought in, or has 
there been an increased value put upon the land 
itself? — I think, apart from improvements, the 
land is .valued higher than in other parts of Ire- 
land with which I am acquainted. 

^ 2970. Valued higher than it was originally?— 
Yes ; referring back to the first valuation. 

2971. Independently of the capital laid out in 
improvements in linen works and other things, 
you think that the north is valued higher at this 
moment than the other three portions of Ireland? 
— That is my opinion. 

2972. Have you had much experience as to 
the value in Munster and Connaught ? — Not in 
Connaught at all. 

2973. Then you cannot state from your own 
knowledge whether the valuation of Connaught 
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is lower or higher ?— I would not undertake to 
say. . 

2974. How do you consider the valuation stands 
in Munster ?— I should say that the difference is 
very great ; that it is very much lower, taking 
Cavan for instance, where the soil is bad, and it 
is not an improved county. 

2975. In Cavan, generally, the soil is of a 
very medium description ? — It is a poor soil. 

2976. Has there been a large expenditure in 
draining ? — In arterial draining. 

2977. Have you considered the amount of the 
expenditure on the towidand valuation and the 
tenement valuation ? — I have heard it stated; I 
do not know it of my own knowledge. 

2978. You are aware that the townland valua- 
tion never was completed ? — I am. 

2979. And that it has been in hand a great 
number of years? — I have heard so; I do not 
know it of my own knowledge. 

2980. Do you know that the Valuation Office 
is still continued after 30 years of existence ? — 
Yes ; I am quite aware of it. 

2981. Can you give any reason for the exist- 
ence of a work that ought to have been completed 
25 years ago, being still kept up, the staff, and 
so on ? — I do not see how we could get on with- 
out it. 

2982. Excluding the townland valuation which 
is got rid of, and the tenement valuation which 
lias been completed, for what purpose would you 
keep up an office in Dublin? — For the purposes 
of the annual revision that takes place. 

2983. You have heard some of the evidence 
about the enormous cost of the revision, and 
what the counties have to pay ? —I know what 
our county has to pay. 

2984. You are aware that the valuation is paid 
exclusively by the counties? — It was so, I be- 
lieve, when the valuation was originally made. 

2985. And half the revision is paid by the 
eounties? — Yes; one-half comes down to us 
under the certificate of the chief secretary. 

2986. The Treasury may be said to have a 
personal interest in keeping the valuation of Ire- 
land as high as it possibly can ? — I think they 
are very largely interested in it. 

2987. It is the basis on which their taxation 
is founded ? — I am quite aware of that. 

2988. They have made several alterations in 
their arrangements as regards the General Valua- 
tion Office ; are you aware whether the counties 
had any direct or indirect knowledge of, or whe- 
ther they had any control over the arrangements 
that were secretly made by the Treasury and the 
Commissioner of General Valuation in Ireland ? 
— I believe the counties had no knowledge what- 
ever of them, and no authority in the matter. 

2989. Does it strike you to be a very consti- 
tutional process that two bodies that did not dis- 
charge any of the expenses, should settle be- 
tween themselves that a third body should pay 
a certain sum of money ? — It would be contrary 
to the idea of taxation and representation. 

, 2990. Is it your opinion that a correct valua- 
tion, both as a basis of taxation, and as a basis 
for franchise, would be a desirable object for 
Ireland to have? — Undoubtedly. 

. 2991. The only objection you think that can 
iairly be put forward is the unnecessary expense 
of such an undertaking ; if it was done at a fair 
amount you think it ought to be done ?— I think 
so, decidedly. 

2992. I presume you would not be inclined to 
0.57. 



sanction the expenditure of three, times the 
amount of what the work would fairly cost? — 
Necessarily, I should like the work to be done 
for the smallest amount at which it. could be 
fairly and well done. 

2993. You would have the work done as well 
as possible, and as economically as possible ? — 
Quite so. 

2994. Have you examined into the duties of 
the re visors that are appointed by the Board of 
Valuation ? — I have not, beyond this, that when- 
ever I have found any tenement requiring valua- 
tion, I have given notice, and I have always 
understood that the valuator on receiving that 
notice, through the clerk of the union, examines 
the premises, and they are applotted or revalued, 
as the case might be. 

2995. Have you had any appeals in the estates 
under your management? — I have never ap- 
pealed once ; I have repeatedly gone to the 
office, where I have invariably had anything that 
I complained of set right, where it could be set 
right. 

2996. You can give us no information as to 
the expense of an appeal ? — I cannot. 

2997. Is there any suggestion that you desire 
to make to the committee as to the improvement 
of the body to whom, in future, the valuation 
should be committed ? — I have not any sugges- 
tion to make ; I believe the body to have carried 
out their duties most admirably as far as they 
have come within my knowledge, since their 
establishment. 

2998. Notwithstanding the admitted deficien- 
cies in the valuation, I presume you are of 
opinion that a great deal of use has been made 
of the tenement valuation by the public? — 
Immense ; 1 do not know how we should get on 
without it. 

2999. I presume if you were buying or selling 
an estate, one of the first things you would do 
would be to get a copy of the valuation from the 
office ? — I rarely go upon any estate with which 
I am connected without having a copy of their 
valuation in my pocket. 

3000. Therefore, it is still more desirable that 
the valuation should be accurate? — Certainly, 
and above all doubt. 

3001. Even imperfect as it is, yon admit that 
it is of some service, and extensively used ? — It 
is of great value to auy man in my profession. 

3002. Have you to go to the office for copies 
of the valuation? — In the case of most of the 
properties with which I am connected, I have a 
copy of the valuation from the office, and I have 
these copies amended from time to time, as the 
revising valuation makes the corrections. 

3003. The O' Conor Dan.] For these copies 
that you get from the office I suppose there is a 
sum demanded ? — Yes. 

3004. What is the amount ? — It is very mode- 
rate ; they are good enough to give me tracing 
on linen. Paper is of no UBe to a man who ! is 
exposed to the weather, therefore they give me 
a tracing on linen showing the boundaries. 

3005. Do they do that without charge ? — They 
charge very moderately, I have never had occa- 
sion to object to any charge they have made. 
There is no charge made for the original informa- 
tion, the charge is for the actual value of the work 
given to me. 

3006. Mr. Ayrton.'] The clerical labour? — The 
labour done in the office. I do not pay anything 
towards the original valuation or maps. 

Q3 +- 3007. Tht 
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3007. The O' Conor Don.] You pay a very 
moderate sum for copies of documents in the 
office ? — I pay that which any ordinary drawing 
clerk would do it for. 

3008. Mr. Ayrton.’] It is measured by the 
clerical labour ? — Precisely. 

3009. The O’ Conor Don.] You pay what any 
ordinary clerk would do it for ? — I consider I pay 
the fair value, and nothing more. 

3010. I understand you to say that you con- 
sider the land in Ulster valued higher than the 
land iu the rest of Ireland ? — That is my impres- 
sion. 

3011. You stated that the valuation approached 
more nearly to the rent in that part of Ireland, 
than in other parts ? — That is my impression. 

3012. You are, of course, aware that in Ulster 
there exists a system of what is called tenant 
right? — Quite so. 

3013. The tenant in addition to paying rent 
for his land, very often gives a large sum of 
money for the occupation interest in that land ? — 
Yes, that is very common. 

3014. Would you not consider that the tenant 
in Ulster is in reality paying a great deal more for 
the land, allowing for the interest of this original 
deposit, than the tenants in other parts of the 
country? — Undoubtedly, if you calculated the 
interest on the tenant-right purchase money that 
would be an element to be added to the annual 
sum which he pays. 

3015. Therefore, it would not be a fair 
comparison between the relative proportion cf 
the valuation to the rent in Ulster, and in other 
parts of Ireland ? — Practically, the land in Ulster 
is let irrespective of the value of the tenant 
right. 

3016. You consider that the land in Ulster is 
rented as high as in the other provinces in Ire- 
land ? — I do. 

3017. Therefore, the tenants in Ulster are, in 
reality, paying higher than the tenants in other 
parts of Ireland ?— 1 do not attempt to answer 
that : I merely state the fact that I believe that 
in Ulster land fetches pro rata, having regard to 
its value, as high a rent, if not a higher rent, than 
elsewhere. 

3018. Considering what the land produces, you 
believe that the rent paid in Ulster is as high as 
in other parts of Ireland ? — I do. 

3019. And in addition to that, the tenant in 
Ulster often pays a large sum of money for the 
right of occupation ? — In our country not a very 
large sum : the practice does not obtain in the 
part to which I referred to the extent that it does 
more to the east ; to the east tenant right rises 
rapidly, and it is more acknowledged and more 
unchecked. 

3020. You are uot acquainted with those 
counties where the tenant right is very high ? — 
Not practically ; we have it, but not to that 
degree. 

3021. You consider that in reality the Ulster 
tenants are paying more for their occupation than 
tenants in other parts of Ireland? — I should 
say that must be so. taking into consideration the 
right of occupation which they pay for. 

3022. Chairman.] Is it not the fact that very 
high prices are given in the north, for the occupa- 
tion of land ? — That is the fact. 

3023. Have you heard that the price is some- 
times as high as 20 years’ purchase ? — Not 
with us; I have heard of as much as 12 or 
14 years" purchase. 



3024. If it was as high as 20 years’ pur- 
chase, the tenant ought to get the fee simple of 
the land under ordinary' circumstances ? — If he 
bought from the landlord ; but 20 years would 
not be correct. 

3025. Often payment is made for the occupa- 
tion subject, I believe, to as high a rent as in any 
part of Ireland ? — Yes. 

3026. A system like that, you would hardly 
think defensible, but it is defended by the Ulster 
landlords. In every case where a mau purchases, 
the money coming in clears off the arrears due to 
the landlord ? — That is the case. 

3027. Out of the purchase money the landlord 
gets his arrears ; he sanctions another man’s 
coming in ? — The landlord cannot help himself. 

3028. Mr. Ayrton.] Do you know how the 
interest, which passes by the name of tenant 
right, is taken into account in valuing land in 
the north of Ireland by the Valuation Board, or 
whether they do take it into account ? — I could 
not answer that question ; I believe it is not 
taken into consideration. 

3029. As far as y r ou know, they value upon 
what may be called the intrinsic value of the 
land, without reference to the various interests 
that may have grown up by' the use or letting of 
the land? — I believe that to be the ease. 

3030. Therefore, they have no occasion to con- 
sider the question of what is called tenant right? 
— I do not believe that they consider it. I be- 
lieve they value the land as they' see it and 
find it. 

3031. And they leave the parties who occupy 
it and the landlords to get their own share ac- 
cording to their own arrangements? — I believe 
that is so. 

3032. Colonel Forde.] Is it not the fact that 
the higher valuation in Ulster arises from the 
new valuation having just been completed in that 
province ? — That is my impression. 

3033. And that will account for the difference 
of the valuation in Ulster and in other provinces 
in Ireland ? — Quite so. 

3034. Mr. Ayrton.] Is it your opinion that the 
official valuation departs much from the rack- 
rental of the proprietor in Ireland? — In some 
parts of Ireland it does, and in some not much. 

3035. Is it your opinion that the official valua- 
tion should represent the rack-rental? — Yes; 
making certain allowances I think the valuation 
ought to be on a uniform basis, and to represent 
as nearly as possible the value. 

3036. The full letting value of the land?— 
Y es, making certain allowances for taxes. 

3037. The valuation ought to begin on the 
basis of the full letting value ? — Yes. 

3038. Then the deductions for taxes or other- 
wise should be upon an uniform principle ?— I 
think that would make the valuation more useful 
and more perfect. 

3039. Therefore, all the calculations and ex- 
aminations should be with the view of ascertain- 
ing what is the rack-rental of the property, the 
full letting value ? — I think so. 

3040. I suppose in Ireland the property is 
actually let under very various conditions, 
widely different from the full letting value ?— 
Necessarily, and various causes have been at 
work which will modify those elements. 

3041. Is it your opinion that the land is gene- 
rally let at the full letting value ? — As far as I 
know, I think in the south of Ireland, the land is 
fairly let ; of the two, I think the land in the 

south 
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south of Ireland would be cheaper, for the reason 
that good land is always cheaper. 

3042. That it is better to farm good land at a 
hio-h rent, than bad land at a low rent ?— Yes. 

3043. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] Do you think 
that a farm in the north of Ireland is superior to 
a farm in the south?— In some parts it is, m 
others not ; I am speaking of the north-west, in 
which I do not think the farming is by any 
means good. 

3044. Mr. Ayrton .] I suppose alter all, the 
profit of the farmer depends upon the skill and 
capital that he brings to bear in working the land 
efficiently? — Necessarily. 

3045. Persons paying the same rent may de- 
duce very different profits from the same sort of 
land by a difference of treatment? — No doubt. 

3046. Therefore, if persons have a great deal 
of capital involved in the working of land they 
may, when they come out of the land, have a 
great deal to receive from an incoming tenant, if 
they give him over what may be called the work- 
ing capital of the land ? — Clearly. 

3047. Do you know what the estimate of the 
capital to work laud well in Ireland is per acre ? 
—I think it ought not to be under 5 l. an acre. 
In England I know it ranges very much higher. 
In the north of Ireland small farmers will go in 
with .5 I. an acre after paying the purchase money, 
and will live upon it. I do not say it is sufficient, 
but that is the minimum sum. 

3048. What is the highest amount ? — It goes 
to any amount. I could not answer the ques- 
tion. 

3049. It is as high as 15 1. an acre r — It should 
certainly go to that, to farm thoroughly. 

3050. To get the most out of the land ? — Cer- 
tainly ; 5 l. is the minimum upon which I have 
known farmers go in, after paying the tenant 
right, and live. 

3051. If a man has a large sum invested hi 
land, and he turns it over to a new tenant, and 
they settle between them without the interven- 
tion of the landlord, there would be a large sum 
to pay to the outgoing tenant, if the whole thing 
is taken over as it stands ? — Certainly, if the farm 
has been properly worked the incoming tenant 
ought to have a great deal to pay. 

3052. The O' Conor Don.] As a rule, are not 
the tenant farmers of Ulster veiT small farmers ? 
—Yes. 

3053. Smaller than in other parts? — Yes. 

3054. Having, therefore, less capital? — Very 
much less capital. 

3055. Chairman.'] And is not the rent chiefly 
paid by the manufacture of linen? — Not in our 
part of Ireland. 

3056. Have you considered the expense of 
keeping up the Valuation Office in Ireland 
efficiently for its present purpose ? — I have never 
calculated that ; I have considered what we 
have been paying in the counties I am connected 
with. 

3057 . What have you thought of the payment 
you are called upon to make? — I have never 
thought it unreasonable, I have never heard any 
complaint of its being unreasonable in our 
county. 

3058. Have you considered what might be the 
expense of a revision of the present valuation if 
it were re-opened ? — The cost of a new valuation 
would of course be considerable. 

3059. That would depend upon the extent to 
which the present valuation was re-opened? — If 



there was a new basis adopted I presume it would 
be very expensive. 

3060. It would cost a very large sum? — 
Yes. 

3061. You have not considered that at all 
with a view to arriving at any opinion ? — No. 

3062. Chairman .] Is it not the case that i:a 
this, as in every county, the outgoing tenant, dis- 
poses of manure, &c., and of improvements, to the 
outgoing tenant ? — Clearly. 

3063. You are aware that a very large sum 
of money is paid which must materially diminish 
the capital of the incoming tenant so as to hamper 
him in farming the land as it ought to be farmed ? 
— That is so in the north under the name of tenant 
right. 

3064. Mr. M‘Cart/iy Downing.] You said you 
thought that the reason why the valuation in 
Ulster was higher than in the south was that 
there was anew valuation? — Yes; I was under 
the impression that it had been made more 
recently. 

3065. You do not mean to say that there has 
been a re-valuation, but that the valuation was 
concluded at a later period? — At a more recent 
period. 

3066. Are you aware that the period at which 
the valuation was made could form no reason why 
the valuation should be higher, because it was 
based upon the prices of agricultural produce, 
butter, meat, &c. ? — Assuming the basis to be 
the same, time ought not to affect the ques- 
tion. 

3067. Then, assuming that to be the case, you 
woidd alter your opinion on the subject? — As- 
suming the basis to be perfectly unchanged. 

3068. Time would not be an element? — It. 
ought not to be. 

3069. Do you not think that the fact that the 
north is a very large flax-growing district is another 
reason why rents are higher? — I think that the 
great increase in the growth of flax has been 
since the valuation has been made. 

3070. I am speaking of the rent? — I do not 
think so ; I do not think that the rents in the north 
of Ireland have been raised since the great 
increase of flax. 

3071. Do you not think that the growth of 
flax and the industrial pursuits, which are, of 
course, attendant upon it, would induce parties 
to give a larger rent than they would otherwise 
give ? — No doubt the greater the industrial pur- 
suits of the population are the greater must be 
the demand for land, and the means of paying 
for it. 

3072. You were asked whether the. holdings 
were not smaller in your district than they are 
in other parts of Ireland ?— They are very much 
smaller than in the generality of districts. 

3073. Are you not aware that the produce of 
those small farms is larger, relatively, than upon 
the larger farms? — It ought not to be so. 

3074. Are you not aware that it is ? — I could 
not undertake to say. 

3075. Have you looked at the returns ? — I 
have not ; certainly it ought not be so. 

3076. Would you be surprised to find that, 
relatively, a larger quantity of flax is grown upon 
the small farms under 15 acres than is grown 
upon larger farms up to 50 acres ? — That is very 
likely to be the case ; and for this reason : flax 
is a crop that suits the small farmer, because he 
can work it himself. 

3077. Are you aware that the quantity of 
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cattle, relatively, is greater on the small farms 
than on the larger ones ?— I am not aware of it; 
I should he surprised to hear it ; if it is so, it 
speaks well for the small people. 

3078. You would not be an advocate 
farms ? — I am not, in the north-west of 
I do not believe that it is suited for large farms ; 
a great poition of it. 

3079. Taking the valuation to be 9 /., we may 
take the rent to be about 10/.? — That would not 
be far from it. 

3080. Taking the tenant right at 12 years’ 
purchase, at 10 /. a year, that would be 120 1. ? — 

have known such a thing done. 

3081. Is not that a rather low rate of pur- 
chase? — It is high in our part of Ireland. 

3082. Is it not an average? — I should hope 
not. 

3083. Did you read the evidence given before 
the Devon Commission? — Not all; I have read 
some of it. 

3084. Are you not aware that as much as 18 
or 20 years’ purchase has been paid ? — I think 
that must be a mistake, 12 years would be quite 
over the average in our district. 

3085. Taking 10 years’ purchase, the amount 
would be 100 /., and the interest of that would 
be at least 5 l. ? — Yes. 

3086. That would be a small rate of interest ? 
— Yes. 

3087. Adding that to the 10 /., it would make 
15 I. a year ; would not that be a much higher 
rent than is paid in the south of Ireland rela- 
tively to the valuation ? — I presume it would ; if 
you add 50 per cent, to the rental, probably you 
would bring it above the other. 

3088. Therefore, we must again say that the 
tenant in the north pays more than the tenant in 
the south? — That is, practically, he pays what 
his landlord does not receive. 

3089. You are aware that there is often a very 
large arrear due to the landlord ? — I think large 
arrears are very unusual in the north of Ire- 
land. 

3090. Considerable arrears? — I do not think 
so ; it is not my experience ; my experience is 
the other way, that the small tenants pay very 
well. 

3091. What part of Munster are you ac- 
quainted with ? — With Cork. 

3092. With what part of it? — Millstream and 
that district. 

3093. You would not say that the land there 
was as good as in the north of Ireland ? — That 

articular district is decidedly very bad land, 
should be sorry to take it as a sample of the 
county. 

3094. How long have you been acquainted 
with Dublin ? — I was born in the county, and 
have been professionally acquainted with it since 
1853. 

3095. I suppose you have taken part, as we all 
do, in politics? — Very little. I have never 
voted but once for the city of Dublin. 

3096. Did you ever hear a complaint that the 
valuation of Dublin was lower in particular dis- 
tricts to lessen the franchise ? — I have heard it 
said with regard to the city. 

3097. Are you aware that complaints were 
made upon that point? — I have never heard 
formal complaints ; I have heard it so stated. 

3098. Did you know the late Mr. Reynolds ? 
— I did. I believe it is admitted that the valua- 
tion of the city is low. 
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3099. Mr. Pollard- Ur quhart.1 I believe that 
these public valuations in Ireland have been re- 
garded as a sort of basis for taxation, both local 
and Imperial ? — They have been made use of as 
such. 

3100. Was not that the original reason of 
having this valuation made ? — I believe so. 

3101. For that reason, was not the general valua- * 
tion somewhat under the rack rent, inasmuch as it 
put out of the question all extraneous circumstances 
which might impart a value to the land, because 
they might be temporary ? — I do not think that 
would be a good ground for it. That would be after 
all a relative question, save as regards one tax. 

3102. Were not the extraneous circumstances 
that tend to impart an additional value to the 
land put out of the question in making these 
valuations because they might be merely tempo- 
rary? — I fancy not; that was one of the disturbing 
elements in the valuation which we are now acting 
under. In the south there were disturbing ele- 
ments which did not exist in tire north ; that has 
been always my idea with regard to the valuation 
being higher with us. 

3103. In making the valuation in the south, 
these elements were taken into consideration ? — I 
presume so. 

3104. On the whole, was it not generally sup- 
posed that the valuation of any considerable tract 
of land approximated very much to the net in- 
come, that the proprietor might expect to get out 
of it, after making deductions for the landlord’s 
share of taxation, for such bad debts as might 
occasionally accrue upon the estate, and also for 
such allowances as he might be compelled to 
make to his tenants in bad seasons ? — I should 
not say so in the south ; I should in the north. 

3105. Generally speaking, throughout Ireland 
should you not say that the public valuation of 
an estate under the last tenement valuation ap- 
proximated pretty nearly to what the landlord 
might be supposed to get out of it after allowing 
for those three things ; taxation, bad debts, and oc- 
casional allowances ? — I should not say so, because 
I think the valuation is much higher in one part 
than another. If it was true of one part it would 
not be true of another. 

3106. Was it not meant to be ? — I assume that 
the valuation was meant to be fixed at the amount 
which the proprietor would receive communibus 
annis. 

3107. Taking those elements into consideration, 
have you reason to think that there is an increase 
in the value of land in Ireland compared with what 
it was 15 years ago ? — I think that the valuation 
of 15 years ago would not hold good now in many 
parts of Ireland. 

3108. In which parts? — As regards all the 
higher classes of soil, the best grazing lands. 

3109. Should you say that the valuation of 
tillage farms ought to be much higher now than 
it was 15 years ago ? — No ; because I think the 
cost of producing is so much higher. The obser- 
vation I have made applies chiefly to grass lands 
where the cost of producing has not increased, 
whereas the price of produce has increased. 

3110. You think that the value of tillage farms 
has not increased? — Not more than the cost 01 
producing. The cost of producing in. Ireland, 
particularly to small farmers, has increased 
largely. 

3111. Mr. M‘ Car thy Downing.^ You refer 
labour? — Yes. 

3112. Mr. Pollard- UrquliartJ] You say p e 
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valuation is higher now than it was 15 years a^o ; 
by “ now,” do you mean an average of the last 
five years ? — Further back; I will take an average 
of the last seven years. I think that prime grass 
lands would give a higher return than they did 
15 years ago. 

3113. Are you aware that, in taking an average 
of seven years, you are including the years 1862, 
1863, and 1864, when there was very great agri- 
cultural depression? — I do not think they affected 
the price of beef. 

3114. Does it not very much depend upon 
seasons ? — The fluctuations in the price of stock 
affect grass lands more than seasons. 

3115. My question does not apply to grass 
lands merely ; are you not aware that there 
was great agricultural depression in the years 
1862, 1863, and 1864 throughout Ireland?— 
Yes. 

3116. On the whole should you not say that 
that tended to diminish the demand for land in 
Ireland, and the rent that a tenant would be 
willing to offer, and also the fanner’s profits ? — 
My impression continues the same, that the value 
of grass lands has been steadily increasing. 

3117. Mere grass lands ? — Yes. 

3118. Take an average farm in the county of 
Louth, or Westmeath, or Longford, comprising 
both grass land and tillage ; should you say that 
the average value of the land had increased very 
much during the last 15 years ? — There is a 
great deal of tillage in Louth ; it is a very highly- 
cultivated county. Probably in Louth the 
valuation would be found to be nearly high 
enough, for the same reason that I gave before, 
the cost of producing is so much larger, and that 
would tell in a mixed farm, though it would not 
tell upon a farm that was solely grass. 

3119. What do you say with regal'd to West- 
meath? — Westmeath appears to me to be fairly 



valued. A great proportion of the lands are 
not prime lands ; they lie upon limestone 
gravel. 

3120. You would hardly agree with the state- 
ment of another witness that the whole of West- 
meath was valued about 25 per cent, lower than 
it ought to be ? — Not as far as my own know- 
ledge of Westmeath goes. I do not look upon 
Westmeath as coming under that class of soil to 
which I was referring. 

3121. Mr. Ayrton .] Can you tell me whether 
there is any practice in Ireland amongst those 
who have to manage lands, in letting or selling, 
to speak of the value as so much per cent, above 
or below the official valuation? — I have often 
knoAvn an offer made for an estate at 25 or 30 
years upon Griffith’s valuation. 

3122. Is it usual to speak of the value of pro- 
perty at so much per cent, above or below 
Griffith’s valuation? — Yes, very commonly. 

3123. Mr. M‘Carthy Downing."] You said 
you thought 5 1. an acre was the minimum 
capital for a farmer? — I wish to explain that. 
That is the minimum capital upon which I have 
known some of our north-western farmers go in 
upon a farm. 

3124. You said you thought 15/. an aci’e 
might be very well expended ? — Quite so. 

3125. You are aware, I believe, that a con- 
siderable portion of the tenant’s capital in the 
south is often expended in erecting buildings and 
other things of that kind ? — I am sorry to say it 
is so. I think it is a mistake. 

3126. That often diminishes the capital which 
the tenant ought to have to apply immediately to 
the land ? — When I spoke of the capital required 
for working the land, I did not mean to mix that 
up with the capital required for erecting build- 
ings upon land, which is a perfectly different 
element. 
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Colonel French. 
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Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Hunt, 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 



COLONEL FBENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. John Thompson, was called in; and Examined. 



3127. Chairman.'] Are you in the Valuation 
Office ? — Yes. 

3128. In what class? — The second class. 

3129. As a valuator ? — Yes. 

3130. I suppose you know nothing as to 
whether a letter has been sent from the office 
for publication in the newspapers ? — I do not. 

3131. The O' Conor Don.] I believe you are 
at present in the B division under Mr. Scott ? — 
Yes. 

3132. You state that you are a valuator? — 
Yes. 

3133. And, I presume, you are one of the 
revisors ? — Yes. 

_ 3134. Have you acted as a revisor in any other 
division except that in which you now are? — 
Yes; I did two unions in Mr. Hutching’s 
division. 

3135. Can you explain to the Committee the 
system which you adopt where tenements have 
to be divided ? — I go to the field and divide the 
tenement there. 

3136. You applot the area of the divided tene- 
ment and the valuation in the field ? — Yes. 

3137. Between the two occupiers? — Yes. 

3138. That was the system you adopted in the 
north?— Yes. 

3139. And in the other division in the south? 
— In the King’s County and Kildare. 

3140. You work out the whole of the applot- 
ments of the divided tenements in the field? — 
I go to where the division is to take place, and 
see the “ boundary.” 

3141. You mean the division? — Yes, the ditch 
between the two tenements. 

3142. And you applot the whole valuation of 
the tenement into the two component parts ? — 
I always value the whole of the tenement that is 
to be divided, and divide it according to the 
original valuation, to the best of my judgment. 

3143. You never received any instructions 
that you were merely to mark the lines upon the 
maps, and to make no calculations of area or 
value in the country ? — No ; I do not remember 
getting any such order. 

3144. The rule that you always adopted was 
to do the whole of this work yourself in the 
country ? — Yes. 

3145. You never applied to the office for per- 
mission to make this applotment of the tenement 



valuation in the country ? — I sometimes sent up 
a tracing of a portion of bog that was reclaimed, 
to know whether I should value it or not. 

3146. That was an exceptional case? — Yes. 

3147. Where bog had been reclaimed since 
the valuation ? — Where bog had been reclaimed 
since the primary valuation. 

3148. Suppose you came to divide the valua- 
tion of a farm that was in one originally and was 
afterwards given to two tenants, you did the 
whole of the work without asking permission from 
the office ? — I made that revision in the field. 

3149. Did you always adopt the system of 
correcting the books of the clerks of the union 
in the country? — Yes. 

3150. Were the books ever sent to the office to 
be corrected ! — This year they were sent to the 
office to be checked ; formerly, I corrected the 
union copies of any revision that I did. 

3151. You not only made the applotments of 
the divided tenements, but you also efid the cleri- 
cal work of correcting the union books ? — Yes. 

3152. In the union workhouse ? — Yes. 

3153. Mr. Duffey told us that was the course 
adopted in his district. Do you believe that that 
is the course that has been adopted in all the 
different departments of the service ? — I cannot 
answer that question. 

3154. You can answer for the two districts in 
which you served ? — I can only speak as far as 
regards myself. Being a thorough valuer, I sup- 
pose I can be relied upon to make a proper valua- 
tion of the applotments. 

3155. Were you engaged as a valuator of land 
under the tenement valuation ? — Yes. 

3156. What counties did you value ? — I 
valued in all the counties in the province of 
Ulster. There are eight counties, and I valued 
a portion in each of them. 

3157. What was the system you followed in 
making the valuation of the north ? Did you dig 
up the ground and examine the qualities of the 
soil in each field ? — I would not say in each field, 
but wherever I thought it was necessary. 

3158. Did you make use of the townland valua- 
tion in any way ?— I did not ; the total town- 
land valuation only was given in the books; I 
did not make any use of it, because it was neces- 
sary to give my own opinion. 

3159. Did you sub-divide the tenements into 

qualities 
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qualities of soil?— Yes, by drawing a pencil- 
mark across a corner, cutting it off. and valuing 
it at a higher or less sum. 

3160. "Have the field maps which you use all 
the different qualities of soil on them?— Cer- 
tainly not : each tenement was marked, but not 
the quality lots. 

3161. The tenement field maps of the northern 
counties have only the boundaries of the tene- 
ments ?— In the comity of Cavan. I think, the 
quality lots are on the maps. 

3162. The quality lots of the townland valua- 
tion ? — Of the townland valuation. 

3163. In the other counties of the north these 
are not given ; the maps are blank ? — It was the 
tenement lots that were given. 

3164. The maps that you received had, of 
course, the tenement boundaries marked on 
them ? — Yes. 

3165. Did you increase the number of lines on 
the map by marking out, in each individual tene- 
ment, the different boundaries of each different 
quality of soil? — Not in ink: I have done it in 
pencil : I have divided it for my own convenience, 
cutting a corner off' a field, or putting down the 
whole field at a less sum ; then I calculated it by 
the Horn scale. 

3166. That was merely for your own conve- 
nience ? — Yes. 

3167. You were not obliged to do it? — I could 
not make a valuation without it. 

316$. You were not obliged to do it for after 
use in the office ; it was not one of your duties 
to return your maps with all these lines marked 
on them? — It would be right to show to the 
office the lines marked by pencil, and also the 
pencil figures ; they might be referred to, to cal- 
culate or check our work. 

3169. Was your valuation checked by a check 
valuator ? — Some parts of it. 

3170. Were these maps with the figures on 
them given to the check valuator ? — I think not ; 
when I checked any I never got the other 
valuator’s map with the figures on. 

3171. Colonel Forde. ] Are these maps, with 
your divisions on them, of the different soils kept 
at present as records in the office? — I do not 
know, they may be so ; I do not rub off the 
pencil marks that I make on the map : I stick 
them on pretty hard and firm that they may be 
seen, and hand them into the office. 

3172. The O' Conor Don.~\ You do not make 
any use of them in the annual revision ? — No. 

3173. It is not the same map that you set? — 
No. 

3174. You get a map without the pencil marks 
for the annual revision ? — Yes. 

3175. And you applot the divisions on a map 

on which these divisions are not given? Yes 

according to my own judgment. 

3176. I see by a Return that has been put in, 
that you were, in the year 1867, engaged in the 
revision of the county of Dublin ?— Yes. 

3177. I suppose you were under Mr. M-'Mei- 
kan ?— I revised a part of the county of Dublin- 
I made a thorough revision of it, and a valuation 
ot houses and land. 

3178. Was that under Mr. M'Meikan who, I 
understand, is the head of the department for the 
annual revision of the county of Dublin ?-I ff ot 
orders from Mr. Greene; I do not know wbS I 
was working under. 

31 ?>; You were not in his department ?— I • 
0.57. 



went up to his department for the books ; I was 
out in the country. 

3180. Was this annual revision the same sort 
of revision that you have done in other parts of 
Ireland, or did you in any way change the valua- 
tion of the tenements? — I made a new valuation 
of the land and houses, and at the same time a 
thorough revision of all the names, both of occu- 
piers and lessors. 

3181. Then your duty in connection with the 
revision of Dublin was, in fact, a duty of re- valua- 
tion ? — It was a l-e-valuation and a revision at 
the same time. 

3182. You conducted both together? — Yes. 

3183. There was no other revisor engaged in 
the work of the annual revision? — f cannot 
answer that question ; there was no other with 
me. 

31S4. lou were engaged as revisor in other 
counties besides Dublin, were you not?— Yes. 

3185. When you had completed your revision 
in those counties did you not send in the books 
and documents to the department in which you 
worked ? — Yes. 

3186. In the county of Dublin, I understand 
you did not do that?— Yes, I left them in Mr. 
M-'Meikan’s room. 

3187. It was under his superintendence that 
you carried on this revision ? — I do not know : I 
was not ordered by him. 

3188. You carried on the revision under his 
superintendence, in the same way that you car- • 
ried on the revision in other counties under the 
superintendence of Mr. Scott or other gentle- 
men ? — Certainly not. I made a thorough valua- 
tion of the part of Dublin that I did. 

3189. I mean, as far as his superintendence 
was concerned, did you act with regard to him in 
the same way that you acted with respect to Mr. 
Scott in your present division ? — Mr. Scott used 
to give me out the books and maps. Mr. 
McMeikan never gave me any ; it was his 
assistant. 

3190. That was the only difference ? — That 
was the only difference, I suppose. 

3191. \ ou could not tell how many other 
revisors were employed in the county of "Dublin 
in making those valuations ?— I could not answer 
that question, I do not know how many. 

3192. On what principle did you carry on the 
new valuation that you made of the county of 
Dublin ; was it the same system that you fol- 
lowed in the north? — Yes. 

3193. On the same scale?— On the same 
scale. 

3194. The scale of the existing agricultural 
prices?— -The existing agricultural prices would 
be much higher than given in the Act. 

3195. Do you mean to say that you re-valued 
the county of Dublin in the scale of prices in the 
Tenement Act of 1852 ?— No, I valued it on the 

ofUlstei- 6 ^ 1 TalUed any portiou of the Province 

3196. And you did not value the province of 

3 seaIe of prices in the Act of 

1852 /—I think the valuation of the province of 
Ulster would be very much like the scale of 
prices given m the Act. It might be a little 
higher, but not much. 

3197. I suppose you valued upon some scale 
ol prices of agricultural produce ?— Yes, a little 
higher than the scale given in the instruction 

3198. Could you state how much higher 

K2+ - What 
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What per-centage would you add ? — I should say 
about 2 s. in the pound. 

3199. You valued Dublin upon the same 
scale as that? — Yes. I could not exactly say 
the per-centage. 

3200. I suppose you had, when you started, 
some distinct scale before you, had you not ? — 
Yes, a scale given in the instruction book. 

3201. Ana you went about 2 s. in the pound 
higher than that ? — I considered it a little too 
low. I think the price is low for the present 
time. 

3202. You considered it a little too low, and 
therefore you departed from it and went upon a 
new scale of your own ? — I valued a little higher, 
I think. 

3203. Were there check valuators employed 
in Dublin in checking your work? — Not that I 
know. 

3204. In making this valuation in the north of 
Ireland, did you consider in any way the taxation 
that existed at the time ? — Yes. 

3205. In what way did you consider that taxa- 
tion ? — I considered the tenant liable to pay the 
taxation, therefore I made a reduction in the 
valuation. 

3206. In each of the tenements in proportion 
to the rate at the time in the union ? — Yes. 

3207. Therefore you deducted a different rate 
in each electoral division ? — I valued on what I 
believed to be a fair relative valuation, making an 
'allowance for the tenant paying the taxation. 

3208. But you made no calculation of what 
the actual taxes were? — I have made some cal- 
culation, but I do not remember what the taxa- 
tion was. 

3209. I am not asking as to the taxation in any 
particular place. When you went to value a 
particular townland did you inquire when you 
went into it what was the poor rate and what was 
the county cess? — Yes. 

3210. And did you make a deduction in each 
tenement on account of the existing poor rate, or 
county cess ? — Half the poor rate, and the whole 
of the county cess. 

3211. You deducted in each case the whole 
county rate and half the poor rate, from what 
you would otherwise call a field valuation ? — 
What I would otherwise call a full valuation. 

3212. You are aware that in Ireland the rates 
differ very much in different electoral divisions ? 
—Yes. 



3213. Therefore you would make a larger de- 
duction in an electoral division where the rate 
was high, than in one where it was low ? — No, I 
would not ; I would make a relative deduction. 
It would make the scale of the valuation irrela- 
tive if I were to go up and down. 

3214. You told me when you went into a town- 
land you asked what the taxes were? — In a dis- 
trict, say in the province of Ulster, I inquired the 
average poor rate and county cess in the union, 
and I also inquired the average county rates in 
the county. 

3215. You would take the average of the rate 
in the union? — Yes, and make some deduction 
from my field prices so that my valuation might 
not be too high. 

3216. You are aware that the counties are 
divided into different unions ? — Yes. 



3217. In some unions the rates are very high, 
and in others they are very low ; did you make a 
difference on account of that ? — I did not, to my 
knowledge. 



3218-19. Then what uniform rate did you take- 
was it the rate in the union ? — The rate in the 
union and the county cess; the union rate, as 
near as I could collect it from the tenants, and 
the county rate. 

3220. Suppose in Union A. there was an 
average rate of I s. 6 d., and in Union B. an 
average rate of 3 s. in the same county, would 
you deduct from individual tenements in the 
Union A. 1 s. 6 d., and from all in Union B. 3 s.l 
— Certainly not. 

3221. Then when you went into Union A., 
what did you deduct, supposing the rate to be 
1 s. 6 d. ? — I deducted what I believed to be a 
fair allowance for the county rates and the poor 
rates. 

3222. What would you consider a fair allow- 
ance in the union where the poor rate was 
1 s. Gd. ? — I should deduct about 1 s. 6 d. in the 
pound. 

3223. Then if you went into another union, 
where the rate was 3 s., would you only deduct 
Is. 6 d. ? — If it were an adjoining division, I 
think I should not deduct more than Is. 6 d. 

3224. Although the rate was, on an average of 
years, 3 s. ? — The rates might, from certain causes 
in those parts, be a little higher. 

3225. When you went into a county to value, 
did you get the rates throughout the whole 
county and make a calculation of the uniform 
rate throughout of that county ? — I did not get 
the whole county. 

3226. You only went upon what you yourself 
thought was a fair deduction in each place?— 
Yes. 

3227. According as the tenants told you they 
were taxed ? — Yes. 

3228. There was no uniform rate deducted 
throughout the county ? — There was no uniform 
rate deducted, but what I believed to be a fair 
deduction for the poor rates and county cess. 

3229. You have not been engaged this year in 
the revision or valuation of the county of Dublin? 
—No. 

3230. Are you aware whether that has ceased 
altogether ? — I am not. 

3231. You have been this year employed in 
the revision of the northern counties ? — All but a 
few days only. I assisted a revisor in finishing 
the union of Edenderry. 

3232. Can you tell me whether any of the 
other gentlemen who are in the northern divi- 
sion, were engaged in the revision of the county 
of Dublin last year and the year before?— I 
think Mr. Bell valued the south part of the 
county of Dublin. 

3233. Can you tell the Committee whether 
the clerk’s work of that valuation in the county 
of Dublin, was done in Mr. McMeikan’s division 
or in Mr. Scott’s ? — I do not know ; I did mine 
in my own house. 

3234. You applotted your own valuation your- 
self ; you did the clerk’s work and everything ? 
— Yes, I completed the valuation in the field ; I 
made up my books when I came home. 

3235. You commenced and finished it to the 
end yourself without any assistance? — Yes. 

3236. And as far as you know, the other 
valuators did the same ? — I think so. 

3237. That was also the system you adopted 
in valuing the northern counties? — Yes. 

3238. I see you are not engaged in the county 
of Dublin this year. Do you think that the 

work 
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work of annual revision in the northern counties 
has increased since last year ? — Yes, I think so. 

3239. Very much ? — A good deal. 

3240. In what way lias the work increased ? — 
In the county of Armagh I received 526 notices 
for franchise purposes, and I did not get nearly 
so many the year before. 

3241. The year before you were engaged in 
Dublin ? — Only a little time in the summer of 
1867. 

3242. At the time of the regular annual revi- 
sion, you were not engaged in the county of 
Dublin ? — No, I was in the north. 

3243. Was not the ordinary revision of the 
county of Dublin going on that time ? — I cannot 
answer that question. 

3244. At all events, there were several gentle- 
men employed for years past in valuing the 
county of Dublin. What work have those 
gentlemen got to do this year now that the 
valuation has ceased ? — I cannot tell. 

3245. Do you think that the work of the 
annual revision in other counties has so much 
increased this year that it would give them 
employment ? — I cannot answer that. 

3246. Is it your opinion that the work of the 
annual revision has so much increased, that those 
men who had plenty of time last year to value 
the county of Dublin will not have any time on 
their hands this year ?— 1 do not know. 

3247. Colonel FordeJ] When did you get 
those notices with regard to the franchise in 
Armagh ? — I cannot exactly give the date. 

3248. This year? — Yes. 

3249. Were they for the county or for the 
borough ? — For the county and the borough ; for 
the whole union. Tney take a very large amount 
of time to investigate. 

3250. Mr. Ayrton .] Will you explain clearly 
what duties you perform in regard to the tene- 
ment valuation ; you were employed in the first 
valuation, were you not ? — Yes. 

^ 3251. You were employed in the county? — 



3252. And not at all in the head office ?— Not 
at all in the head office. 

3253. Were you supplied with all the materials, 
the maps, the areas and descriptions, from the 
head office ? — Yes. 



3254. You had then to examine the quality of 
the soil, and the local circumstances ? — Yes. 

3255. That is the duty you performed ? I 

had to make the valuation. I got the books and 
maps, and went to the field, and there made my 
valuation ; then I returned the maps and books. 

3256. When you had satisfied yourself as to 
what would be the proper annual value, did you 
report that to the head office from time to time ? 
—When the distinct was finished, the books and 
maps were sent up to the head office. 

3257 Containing what information you had 
collected on the subject ?— Yes. 

3258. I presume you did not know what be- 
came. of the books and of your report, as you 
remained m the field ?-I do not know. 

32 P 9 ' j ™ ny 1 uesfc ions arose on your reports in 
the head office, communications were addressed 
to you for explanation ? — Yes. 

3260. Did you receive such questions from 
tlT T*i t nmif ^ ‘I beheve I have received them. 
Yes 1Jien th ° Se W6re 8atisfied b y you?— 

32 057 WaS an7 ° Qe S6nt d ° wn t0 check your 



work in any particular place ?— Yes, my work 
has been checked. 

3263. In the field? — Yes, I think it is a very 
proper system to check each valuator. 

3264. In arriving at the annual value, I pre- 
sume you had a printed book of instructions ? — 
Yes. 

3265. You endeavoured to cany those printed 
instructions out as far as you could ? — As nearly 
as possible. 

3266. I presume it is very difficult to carry 
out written instructions with reference to all the 
circumstances that become apparent when you go 
on the ground? — Yes. 

3267. Therefore you look to the book of in- 
structions as explaining principles that you are to 
keep in sight? — The book of instructions is a 
general guide; but the valuator must exercise 
his own opinion. 

3268. You look upon the book of instructions 
as explaining principles? — Yes. 

3269. And you are finally to exercise your 
own judgment, being guided by those principles 
as far as possible ? — Yes, that is my own opinion. 

3270. Was it your purpose to find out what 
might be called the fair letting value of the land ? 
—I do not at all believe in going by rents, I 
think it is quite right to know the rents and to be 
guided in a measure by them. 

3271. You were not guided by the actual rent 
that a man happened to pay, but by the considera- 
tion of what the land might be expected to let 
for ? — Yes. 

3272. That you consider the purpose that you 
were to attain, the final object ? — Yes. 

3273. Since the valuation was completed you 
have been employed in the annual revision ? — I 
have been employed in the annual revision in the 
season of revision, and in the office when the 
annual revision was done. 

.3274. Will you explain the exact course of 
your duty in the annual revision ; did you re- 
ceive from the office a list of places or properties 
that you were to go and revise ? — I receive from 
the office the books of the union that I am sent 
to, the maps and the clerk’s list that is furnished 
about the 27th of November. 1 am instructed to 
go to such a union and make the annual revision. 

I then write to the clerk of the union to notice 
the collectors of poor’s rates to give me all the in- 
formation that they have collected ; when 1 get 
that I go out and examine the portions of the 
land that is to be divided, the houses that are 
thrown down, and the houses that are built. 

3275. You then mark upon the map what you 
find to be the changes of the boundary ? — Yes. 

3276. Do you make the calculations of the 
quantities resulting from those marks, or is that 
done in the head office ? — I make the calculations 
and the valuation myself. 

3277. From the map? — Yes. 

3278. Do you make a report of that to the 
head office, or do you return the map, with the 
calculations or areas corrected, to the head office ? 
~ Y i B > I return the maps to the head office. 

3279. With the books corrected? — With the 
books corrected. 

, 3 28°. Do any questions ever arise upon that in 
the head office, demanding further explanation ? 
Yes, sometimes questions arise. 

3281. They go over the work in the head 
office ? I suppose so ; I think it is right to check 
all the work; I am not aware whether it is done, 
but I think it is right to do it. 

R 3 3282. At 
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3282. At all events you receive, occasional! y, 
as far as may he necessary, queries that arise out 
of your work? — Yes. 

3283. Do you yourself make any further in- 
quiries to know whether changes of boundaries 
have taken place, or do you receive verbal com- 
munications besides the list that you have re- 
ceived?— I take everything that I find to be 
right and fair. If any person came to me and 
said he wanted sucli and such a farm divided, and 
it was right and just to do it, I would do it. 

3284. You add to the list that is given you any 
further changes which you see yourself, or hear 
of from other people ? — Yes. 

3285. Then you inspect the ground? — Yes. 

3286. And make such remarks on the map as 
are necessary? — Yes, I always leave my pencil 
marks on the map. 

3287. All those papers are returned to the 
head office? — Yes. 

3288. Are you occupied the entire year in this 
field work ? — No, I have not been for the last 
four years ; I have been a portion of my time in 
the office. 

3289. It would seem that in the year 1867, 
including the county- of Dublin, you were em- 
ployed 308 days in valuing work ? — Y es. 

3290. That would be nearly' the entire year? — 
I was out almost the entire year, I do not think 
I was much in the office ; I might have been in 
the office a few days. 

3291. Your employment in the work at the 
office has varied with circumstances ? — Yes. 

3292. When you have not been fully employed 
in the field, what have you done with the rest of 
your time ? — 1 have assisted in writing out the 
treasurer’s copies and making new copies for 
unions ; I think that is the kind of work at which 
I have been chiefly employed in the office. 

3293. When you begin in a county in each 
year, do y<-u receive a clean map of the valua- 
tion for the purpose of revision i — No, it is not 
necessary to have a clean copy every year. 

3294. Y’ou receive the one that you used in 
the previous year ? — Yes; if it is not too much 
crowded, which it would not be in two seasons. 

3295. That would depend upon the number of 
alterations ? — It would entirely depend upon the 
number of alterations. 

3296. Is it the same with regard to the map ? 
Have you a new map when the old one is suffi- 
ciently used? — When the old one is broken up 
and destroyed, of course there must he a new 
one. 

3297. That also would depend upon circum- 
stances ? — Upon usage and upon the weather ; 
in winter time it is very hard to preserve maps 
in the field. 

3298. You think it is desirable, for the sake 
of accuracy, that all the calculations should be 
carefully checked with regard to the areas re- 
sulting from changes of boundary ? — Certainly, 
I think it is very necessary that the areas should 
he checked, and the calculations of the valua- 
tion. 

3299. Are we to understand that at all events, 
you have been fairly employed from year to year, 
without any unusual amount of holiday ? — I do 
not think I have had any more holiday than has 
been usually allowed. 

3300. Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing J] I think you 
said, in answer to an honourable Member, that 
you considered Ulster was valued pretty much 
on the same scale as other places? — Yes. 



3301. I believe you valued some portions of 
the south of Ireland ? — No. 

3302. Did you not value iu Tipperary ? — No, 
I did not revise in Tipperary. 

3303. As far as you know, was the mode of 
arriving at the valuation carried out by the other 
valuators similar to yours ? — As for as I know it 
was. 

3304. I understood you to say that when you 
went into a union you ascertained, as well as you 
could, the average poor rate? — Y*es ; the average 
poor rate and county rate. 

3305. In making your valuation you deducted 
that average from whatever you thought would 
he the fair letting value of the land ? — Yes : I 
think a tenant should he allowed that in the 
valuation. 

3306. Those are the instructions that you 
carried out uniformly in the union? — Yes. 

3307. Suppose the case of an electoral division 
where the rate was 4 s. in the pound, and a neigh- 
bouring electoral division in which the rate was 
only 1 s., according to your system, taking the 
average to be 2 s., -would you deduct 2 s. in the 
pound in the division where the rate was only 
1 s., and the same sum where it was 4 s. ? — I 
would take an average as nearly as I could. 

3308. Do you think that is fair, can that be an 
accurate valuation ? — I think there should be a 
uniform valuation. 

3309. Are you aware that this is one of your 
instructions “ The value in regard to houses and 
buildings shall be made on an estimate of the net 
annual valuation thereof, that is to say, the rent 
for which, one year with another, the same might 
in its actual state be reasonably expected to let 
from year to year, the probable average cost of 
repairs, insurance, and other expenses, if any, 
necessary to maintain the hereditament in its 
actual state, and all rates, taxes, and public 
charges, except tithe rentcharge, being paid by 
the tenant ” ? — Yes. 

3310. If you went into an electoral division, 
where the rate was only 1 s., you ought, according 
to the Act of Parliament, to deduct 1 s. ? — Yes. 

3311. And if you go into another electoral 
division, where the tenant has to pay 4 s., ought 
you not to deduct that 4 s. from the valuation of 
his tenement ? — I do not know that I could de- 
duct 4 s. because the quality of the land is the 
same, and I must keep the valuation relative with 
regard to the quality of the land. 

3312. In order to make a valuation relative, 
must you not see what the tenant can pay for the 
land after paying all taxes ? — I do not see that- 

3313. A man pays for land what it is worth 
after paying all the taxes. If I take land in an 
electoral division where the poor rate is 4 s., I 
take that into my calculation, as a tenant, in 
considering the rent that I can afford to pay- So 
also if I go into another division where the rate 
is only 1 s. Surely you must allow 4 s. in one 
case, and only 1 s. in the other case, in order to 
have the valuation relative ? — I get, as nearly as 
possible, a general average of the rates in the 
union. 

3314. You state that you returned the maps 
and hooks to the head office ? — Yes. 

3315. And that you marked upon the maps in 
pencil, lines that you thought might be perma- 
nent showing the boundaries ? — If I came to a 
field half of which I thought worth 10 s., and the 
other half 12 s. or 15 s., I marked that for my 
own guidance. 

3316. And 
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3316. And that must be of great advantage to 
the persons in the office ? — Y es, I should say it 
would be an advantage. 

3317. Is it a custom, whether there is a com- 
plaint or not, to send down a person to check 
your valuation ? — I do not know whether it is 
the custom or not, but I believe it is perfectly 
right. 

'3318. Do you know whether it is general ?— 
I think it is general. I have checked other valua- 
tors myself, and I have been checked by others. 

3319. What means have you of checking the 
valuation of another valuator?— I get a clean 
sheet with the areas marked, and the numbers, 
and I go and make a valuation according to the 
scale I have been working at. 

3320. Are you supplied with any portion of 
what the previous valuator has done in the way 
of valuation? — Not any. 

3321. Then it amounts to a double valuation ? 
— It would be no check at all if I had the other 
man’s valuation. 

3322. Then when another person is sent down 
to a union, which you have valued, it is a double 
valuation ? — It would only be a double valution 
of the portion checked. 

3323. The check valuator does not go through 
the whole ? — No. 

3324. Only certain portions? — Only certain 
portions. 

3325. Suppose he differs from you in the valua- 
tion of the certain portions to which he goes, 
what course is taken in the office ? — Sixpence or 
1 s. in the pound may be taken off my valuation 
if he is lower than I am, or if I am lower, some- 
thing would be added. 

3326. Is the person sent to check considered 
a superior officer? — He should be a proper 
judge. 

3327. Whatever he thinks is final unless there 
is an appeal ? — I cannot answer that question. 

3328. As far as you know, at all events ? — As 
far as I know, the check valuation is to keep the 
valuation relative. 

3329. Colonel For tie. 2 If there was any great 
discrepancy between you and the chock valuator 
would the office send down another person ? — 
They might, and very likely they would. 

3330. You do not know whether they have 
done so ? — I cannot say. 

3331 . Do you think it probable ? — Certainly. 

3332. Mr. M‘Carthy Downing. ] You have 
known it yourself? — No, but I think they should 
do so ; if there is a great discrepancy between me 
and the check valuator, it would be the duty of 
the office to send a third one. 

3333. Although you said you thought that 
Ulster was valued on the same scale as the county 
of Dublin, you afterwards added that perhaps it 
was valued at about 2 s. in the pound higher than 
the scale ? — I believe that Ulster and the part of 
the county of Dublin that I valued are on the 
same scale. 

3334. Did I understand you to say that Ulster 
was valued at 2 s. in the pound higher than valua- 
tions in Ireland? — I think it is higher, but I 
could not state the amount. 

3335. Why is it higher? — I believe it is higher 
than the south. 

3336. What grounds have you for that belief? 
— I judcre from what I have seen in King’s County 
and in Kildare ; in revising those parts I have 
found the valuation of Ulster to be higher. 
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3337. Higher than the county of Kildare ? — 
Yes. 

3338. You have been in Kildare? — I have. 

3339. It is a very fine county, is it not ? — It is 
a very fine county, with splendid land. 

3340. Did you make a minute examination of 
the valuation of Kildare as compared with that 
of Ulster ? — Not a minute examination, but from 
going through and making my revisions, and 
dividing the farms ; from my own knowledge of 
the value of land, I can say that it is not valued 
as high as Ulster. 

3341. I understand you have valued in every 
county in Ulster? — Yes. 

3342. On what principle did you put a higher 
value on Ulster than any of the other valuators 
who had the same instructions as you had ? — The 
south and west were valued at a time when it was 
very difficult to keep up the valuation to a fair 
amount. 

3343. What had the state of the south and the 
west to do with the matter ; your instructions 
were to value according to the scale of prices of 
wheat, oats, flax, butter, mutton, pork, and so 
on? — My idea of the value of the land was 
perhaps higher than that of the former valuators 
in the south, but I do not know. 

3344. You could not give any sound reason 
why the north should be valued higher than the 
south ?— I could not. 

3345. Colonel Forde.~] It was valued at a 
later period ? — Certainly ; when prices of every 
kind were much higher, and when a man would 
give much more for his farm. 

3346. Do you mean to say that because it was 
valued at a later period, and prices were higher 
than when the south was valued, therefore it was 
valued higher ? — I think I most likely valued 
higher if the prices got up. 

3347. Surely you must know that you were 
valuing under an Act of Parliament; did you 
not get instructions from the head office ? — I bad 
a book of instructions. 

3348. Had you not these instructions, that 
you were to value according to certain prices ; 
wheat at 18 s. 6 cl. per barrel, oats 8 s. 6 d., barley 
11s., flax 6s. 2d. a stone ; and is not that in force 
at this moment? — I do not know, I suppose 
it is. 

3349. Suppose you were now called upon to 
value a portion of a county that was not valued 
before, you would value according to those prices 
and not according to present prices? — The 
prices would be a very little guide, I think, at 
present. 

3350. Then you do not consider that if you 
were called upon to value a portion of a county 
that had not been valued before, you would be 
bound to value it according to the scale of prices 
in the Act ? — W e should be bound to go as near 
as possible. 

3351. I thought you said you would not? — 
I thought I might be a little higher. 

3352. But have you any right to go higher ; 
are you not obliged to go according to those 
prices ? — I think the province of Ulster is valued 
a little higher than the others. 

3353. Do you know the price of flax at the 
present time ? — I do not. 

3354. You know that it was only 6 s. 2 d. a 
stone in the scale? — Yes, I suppose it is double 
that now. 

R4 +- 3355. Then 
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3355. Then that would he a reason why, if 
you valued Ulster now, you would value it 
higher? — Yes. 

3356. Are you paid by the day? — No; I am 
paid a salary. 

3357. A fixed salary ? — Yes. 

3358. Chairman.'] How long have you been 
connected with the general valuation of Ireland? 
— About 13 years. 

3359. You were not one of the persons origi- 
nally employed by Sir Richard Griffith? — I was 
not. 

3360. Are you able to give an opinion as to 
the system on which the valuation has been car- 
ried out ? — Yes. 

3361. Do you think it was essentially neces- 
sary to have some proof of the qualification of 
the persons originally employed ? — I should 
think so. 

3362. There are certain requirements that per- 
sons in the position of valuators or revisors ought 
to possess? — Yes. 

3363. You are aware that the appointments 
were made by Sir Richard Griffith originally at 
his own will and pleasure? — I am not aware of 
that. 

3364. You are at present employed at Ely 
Place ? — Yes. 

3365. Have you a general knowledge of what 
goes on at the office ? — I have not. 

3366. Your knowledge is exclusively confined 
to your own department ? — To my own depart- 
ment. 

3367. Have you seen the letter published in 
the papers with regard to Mr. O’Reilly ?— No, I 
have not seen it. 



Mr. George Marquis, 

3378. The O' Conor Don.] You are an office 
assistant in the valuation?— Yes. 

3379. How long have you been in the valua- 
tion service? — Since 1848. 

3380. In what division are you now ? — In 
Mr. Hitchcock’s division. 

3381. That is C division ? — Yes. 

3382. Where were you previously? — I was 
for a considerable time in Eitzwilliam-place. 

3383. At Sir Richard Griffith’s private office ? 
— Yes. 

3384. At what work were you employed in 
his office? — Various kinds of work; colouring 
geological maps, and sometimes doing work for 
the office below. 

3385. Geological maps such as that before the 
Committee ?— Yes. 

3386. How many such maps have you been 
employed in colouring? — I could not say. 

3387. A good number?— A good number. 

3388. Were there any others engaged in 
similar work from 1858 to 1864 ’—There were. 

3389. Can you give me the names of any 
gentlemen employed in such work ?— There was 
a Mr. Vantreight. 

3390. Any other ? — My brother was employed 
for some time. 

3391. Is lie in the valuation service? — No, he 
was at that time ; he is now an artist. 

3392. Is there any other person ? — I think 
there was a Mr. Campbell. 

3393. Anyone else ? — Mr. Byron. 

3394. Were these maps for the use of the 



3368. The O' Conor Don.] You stated that you 
were employed in the field during almost 'the 
entire year of 1867 ? — As far as I remember I 
think I was. 

3369. Was not that in consequence of this new 
valuation of the county of Dublin ? — I could not 
answer that. 

3370. I find by the return that you were em- 
ployed 119 days in that year in the countv of 
Dublin ? — Yes. 

3371. Those 119 days were in the summer 
months, when you are generally in the office ?— 
• They were in the summer months. 

3372. When, in previous years, you have 
generally been in the office ? — I am generally in 
the office in the summer, and 1 am out in the 
revision or the valuation in the winter time. 

3373. This employment in the county of 
Dublin, in that year, was in connection with what 
was practically a new valuation? — I made a 
thorough valuation and a thorough revision. 

3374. You entirely altered the value of the 
tenements ? — Certainly. 

3375. So that the field work in which you were 
employed that year was not in connection with a 
mere correction of the revision, but a new valua- 
tion? — The correction of the revision took as 
much time as the new valuation, and more. 

3376. After you had made your calculations 
of area and value in the county did you return 
the books and maps before you had corrected the 
lists of the clerks of the union? — Yes, and I did 
not correct the union books. 

3377. You finished your work in a union, and 
then you sent the books and maps to the office? 
— Yes. 



called in ; and Examined. 

valuators, or were they for private purposes, or 
do you know what they were for? — I do not 
know. Some of them went to Government 
offices, a good number of them. 

3395. Were you engaged in any other work 
besides colouring these maps during the time you 
were in Sir Richard Griffith’s private office ? — I 
was making geological sections sometimes. 

3396. In connection with this map ?— Yes. 

3397. Were you engaged in making plans for 
public works of any sort ? — I think I was ; I do 
not recollect what works. 

3398. You do not remember any instance in 
which you were engaged in making sections or 
plans for any other purpose but in connection 
with this map ? — I do not recollect the in- 
stance. 

3399. Chairman.] Were you engaged in the 
Crystal Palace ? — No, I think not. 

3400. The O' Conor Don.] Do you recollect any 
particular plan or section or work on which 
you were engaged besides this map ? — I do not, 
distinctly. It is some time since, and I do not 
recollect the particular work. 

3401. What supervision was exercised over 
your work whilst you were engaged in this way? 
— I was under Mr. Byron. 

3402. Mr. Byron was the gentleman who has 
been described as private secretary to Sir Richard 
Griffith?— Yes. 

3403. He is the first officer under the Com- 
missioner ? — Yes, in classification. 

3404. Is 
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3404. Is it not usual for the officers in the 
Valuation Office to keep what are called progress 
returns of their work ? — It is usual. 

3405. What guarantee is there that the pro- 
gress return is correct? — It is inspected by who- 
ever is the superintendent of the division and 
approved of by him before it goes up to Mr. 
Eland the paymaster. 

3406. The form of the return requires the 
officers to charge their time to particular counties? 
— It does. 

3407. When the account goes in to the account- 
ant he charges so many days to the county in ac- 
cordance with the progress return sent in to him? 
— Y es. 

3408. Have you brought over the progress re- 
turns asked for by the Committee? — I have 
brought over some ; I could not get them all. 

3409. What have you brought over ? — I have 
some here ( producing the same). 

3410. You were asked to bring over the pro- 
gress returns for 1852, 1853 and subsequent 
years, and also from 1858 to 1864 ? — I could not 
get those. 

3411. Will you tell me which of them you 
have not brought? — I have brought parts of 
some of the years, but I have not those from 1859 
to 1S64. 

3412. Why not those from 1859 to 1864? — 
They ought to be at Mr. Eland’s. I thought 
they were. I asked him for them, but he said he 
had not got them. 

3413. Then these returns are. the old returns ? 
— Partly so. 

3414. So that in the office the returns for 1852 
and ! 853 can be got, but the later returns cannot. 
Is that what you state to the Committee ? — Some 
of them can be got. 

3415. Will you tell me what you were em- 
ployed in doing in those years the progress re- 
turns of which cannot he got ; was it that work 
that you have described ? — Yes. 

3416. And in doing that work, did you charge 
it in the progress returns to particular counties ? 
—I did. 

3417. This work that you have mentioned? — 
Yes. 

3418. Although it had no connection with 
those particular counties ? — Although it had no 
connection immediately. 

3419. Was that approved of by the superin- 
tendent, was it done with his knowledge ? — I 
should say it was; it was done with the know- 
ledge of Mr. Byron, the person immediately over 
me. 

3420. W ere you directed by anyone to do it 
in that way ? — I was directed by him. 

3421. By whom? — By Mr. Byron. 

3422. Mr. Ayrton.'] Are any of those matters 
to which you refer, in the progress returns ? — I 
do not know; Mr. Hitchcock put them to- 
gether. 

3423. Have you not looked at them? — I have 
looked at some of them. 

3424. Have you seen these papers before ? — 
Yes. 

3425. The O’ Conor Don.] Here is a progress 
return of yours dated March 1858, and 1 find it 
stated in it, that you were employed in “ making 
tracings and colouring same,” and you charge 
your time to the county of Wexford; were these 
tracings and colourings for Wexford? — I think 
not. 
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3426. Can you positively state that they are 
charged here to Wexford? — I think I can ; I 
never worked for the county of Wexford. 

3427. Here is another progress return for the 
county of Cork, “ making tracings and colouring 
plan 3 ;” was that done for the county of Cork in 
January 1858 ? — My impression is that it was 
not; I think not. 

3428. It was work done in the private office 
of Sir Richard Griffith ? — Yes. 

3429. What were the plans that you were 
making and colouring ? — I used to do tracings of 
various kinds for different purposes. 

3430. That had no connection witli the valua- 
tion ? — I should say in some cases they had not, 
and in other cases they had, such as the town- 
lands ; I used to do tracings that were sent out 
for the purposes of the revisors. 

3431. Those had connection with the valua- 
tion ? — Yes. 

3432. But there were others that had not ? — 
There were others that had not. 

3433. There were others that had connection 
with other works, irrespective of the valuation ? 
— Quite so. 

3434. And these you charged equally to the 
counties ? — I did. 

3435. Here is another return of March 1857, 
in which I find the same thing charged to the 
county of Cavan; ivere you working for the 
county of Cavan at that time, March 1857 ? — I 
was working at the county of Cavan for a long 
time, I do not know whether I was working in 
that particular year. 

3436. Will you state whether that work was 
done for the county of Cavan, which is stated in 
the return ( handing the same to the Witness') ? — I 
should say of the upper portion. 

3437. As far as regards the lower portion of 
the returns during the days set down to Cavan 
and Tipperary, you were not employed in work 
for those counties ? — I think not. 



3438. I see that this is signed by Mr. Greene ; 
was he aware that you were not employed for 
those counties on that occasion? — I do not know 
whether Mr. Greene was. 

3439. You were directed by your superior, 
Mr. Byron, to charge them in this particular 
way ? — Yes. 

3440. Here is another return of the same kind, 
“colouring plans and tracings,” without any 
statement as to what were the particular plans 
and tracings, and these are all charged to King’s 
County in October 1857 ; were you employed in 
King’s County in that year ? — I think not. 

3441. At all events, you state in a general 
way that when you were employed at these maps 
and other sections and works you charged them 
to particular counties, although they were not 
done for those counties'? — Yes. 



3442. The other gentlemen that you mentioned 
as having been employed in the same office were 
employed in the same sort of work, I suppose ? — 
Yes, they were. 

3443. Do you know a Mr. Finneran and Mr. 
Leech ? — I do. 

3444. Were they employed in drawing maps 
and plans similar to those that you have de- 
scribed? — To the best of my belief they were. 
I am not. in the same department with them, and 
I cannot exactly say. 

3445. You stated that you are at present in the 

fc* ■*- C division 
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C division. Before that were you in this, private 
office of Sir Richard Griffith from the time that 
you entered the viduation service ? — N 0 . 

3446. Before you went to the private office, 
in what department were you ? — It was Mr. 
Hitchcock’s department then. I was working in 
the county of Cavan and other counties at the 
general work of the department. 

3447. And you were brought back again to his 
department, after a certain number of years ?— 
Yes. 

3448. Is there any -work done in the office of 
Sir Richard Griffith in connection with the 
Boundary Survey ? — There is. 

3449. Is that a department different from the 
valuation? — It is distinct from the valuation; 
paid out of the Treasury. 

3450. Has work done for that Boundary Survey 
Department ever been charged to the counties, 
to your knowledge ? — I should say not. 

3451. Were you ever engaged in working 
on the Boundary Survey ? — I was. 

3452. In what particular work ? — In making 
tracings of the townlands. 

3453. Then your time was charged to the 
Boundary Survey? — Yes. 

3454. Is that department in any way under 
Mr. Byron? — No, I think not, it is under Mr. 
Greene. 

3455. It is quite distinct from the office of 
which Mr. Byron appears to be the head?— 
Quite so. 

3456. Are you aware of any occasions on 
which charges were made to counties for work 
not done, other than this you have mentioned ? — 
I am not 

3457. In those years of which we have not got 
the progress returns, you were employed, I think 
you state, in work of this description, and you 
charged it to the particular counties ? — I think 
so. 

3458. Can you not give any reason to the 
Committee why you did not bring over those 
progress returns, they being much later than the 
returns you have brought ? - I cannot, I went to 
Mr. Eland for them, and he said he had not got 
them. Of course when they left my hands, I 
could not tell where they went. 

3459. Mr. Ayrton .] When were you first em- 
ployed in the department under Sir Richard 
Griffith?— In 1848. 

3460. What were you then employed to do ? — I 
was for some time employed in preparing plans 
in connection with the valuation service, calcula- 
ting maps and all the work of the office, for a 
considerable number of years. 

3461. How many years? — I suppose five or 
six. 

3462. Then did you go from the public office 
to what is called Sir Richard Griffith’s private 
office ? — Yes. 

3463. That is to say the office that is in his 
house ? — At the rear of Sir Richard Griffith’s 
house. 

3464. In what year were you transferred to 
the office ? — I cannot say exactly in what year, I 
suppose it was in 1853. 

3465. What business did you do when you 
were transferred ? — I was employed in colouring 
those maps, and also in making tracings. 

3466. What was your regular daily occupa- 
tion ? — That, was my principal occupation ; I had 



so many things to do from time to time ; I could 
not say particularly what I was engaged at. 

3467. What was your general occupation in 
that office; was it map colouring? — Map 
colouring. 

3468. The geological map colouring? — Princi- 
pally so. 

3469. That was the geological map which was 
to be used with reference to the soils in the valua- 
tion ? — Yes. 

3470. Was it the practice in the office for you 
to deliver in accounts of your occupation every 
month ? — It was. 

3471. Did each person make out a separate 
account? — Yes, I think they did. 

3472. When did you go to that office at the 
rear of Sir Richard Griffith’s house ? — I do not 
know the year when I first went there ; I think 
about 1853 or 1854. 

3473. How long did you remain in it? — I sup- 
pose I was six or eight years there, perhaps 
more. 

3474. Then did you go back from that office to 
the public office ? — Yes, 1 have been there since 
1864. 

3475. What were you doing generally all that 
time? — I have told you as well as I could; I was 
employed on these maps. 

3476. Do you mean that you were six years 
colouring maps ? — And other work besides. 

3477. What work ? — Making tracings for vari- 
ous objects, sometimes for the boundary survey; 
and occasionally I got valuation work to do from 
the office. 

3478. They sent over work from the public 
office to your office to be done there ? — Yes. 

3479. Was that work tracing, copying, and so 
forth connected with the survey and valuation ? — 
Yes. 

3480. Can you recollect, month by month, 
whether you were employed in one work or 
another; have you any private diary? — No. 

3481. You have kept no memorandum? — No, 
I have not. 

3482. Can you undertake to speak from 
memory now as to what you were doing, month 
by month, during those six years ? — I could not, 
month by month. I should say that, generally, I 
was engaged in that way. 

3483. Here. is a return for the month of 
March 1868, and you state, “ I certify that the 
entries made in this return are correct;” it states 
that you were “ making tracings, and colouring 
some” for the barony of Forth, in the county of 
W exford ?— *Y es. 

3484. Are we to understand that all that state- 
ment was untrue ? — No, that was connected with 
the county. 

3485. That is to be taken as true? — Yes. 

3486. On the 9th and 10th of the month, there 
is the same tiring, and on the loth it is stated 
that you were making tracings and colouring 
plans for the barony of Shelwood, in the county 
of Wexford, and you state “1 certify that that is 
correct,” is that true or not true ?— I should say 
that that part of it is true. 

3487. Then what part of it is not true? — I 
was obliged to return these counties for the work 
I was doing ; I returned perhaps Waterford for 
one month and Wexford for another, dividing it 
over the months. That is the way in which I 
was obliged to do it. 

3488. Were you colouring tracings, or did 

you 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON GENERAL VALUATION, &C. (IRELAND). 



130 



vou ever colour tracings for those baronies in that 
county ? — No, I do not think I did. 

3489. You just now stated that the paper was 
true ; what do you mean?— It is true ; but I had 
to put it to the counties although I was doing 
other work. 

3490. Do you meau that you never did any 
kind of work of that sort ? — I frequently did 
work for the office. 

3491. Did you ever do that sort of work whilst 
vou were in the office behind Sir Richard 
Griffith's house?— I was making tracings and 
colourings. 

3492. How does it happen that in March 1858 
vou were not doing work when you say you were 
doing work. What means of recollecting have 
you now superior to what you then certified as 
true? — I do not recollect that time; I recollect 
that I was doing this general work which I had 
to charge to the counties. 

3493. I want to know whether you did the 
work that is there stated ? — I did. 

3494. Will you take these returns bearing 
your signature into your hand, read them, 
and tell me what statements contained in them 
are true, and what are not true ? — Here is a 
statement of “ drawing fair plans,” that is 
true. 

3495. Were you doing that ? — I was. 

3486. Are the statements in that return true 
as far as you can recollect ? — “ Tracing and draw- 
ing sections ” ; I do not recollect what the work 
was, but I know I was doing it. 

3497. As far as you can recollect, that is true ? 
— Yes. 

3498. Now look at the next ? — This is generally 
described in the same way for the county of 
Cavan, “ Colouring sections and plans.” I was 
doing that; I cannot recollect what the work 
was. 

3499. As far as you can recollect, that state- 
ment is true ? — Yes. 

3500. Now look at the next? — This is the 
same description of work, charged to King’s 
County ; I was doing that sort of work at that 
time. 

3501. The O’ Conor Don.] Were you doing 
that sort of work for the particular counties that 
are mentioned ? — I do not say that I was ; I do 
not think that I was. 

3502. Mr. Ayrton.] I want to understand the 
statement that you are making to the Committee ; 
you say that this return is true ; I observe that 
with regard to one item you only worked three 
hours and thirty minutes ; therefore you had six 
or seven hours to work at other things on that 
day ? — That would be half-a-day. 

3503. Is it the fact, that what is here stated 
to have been done, you did do ? — Yes. 

3504. But you did other things also? — Yes. 

3505. You will observe that they are not 
always whole days ? — No, they may not be. 

3506. Are we to understand that you did what 
is here stated, and that you did other things in 
addition ? — Yes. 

3507 . And that those other things are, in your 
opinion, not directly connected with those par- 
ticular counties ? — That is my view. 

3508. Mr. M e Carthy Downing.] What do you 
mean by the general office ? — The office in Ely- 
place. 

3509. Is that what you call the Valuation 
Office ? — Yes. 

0.57. 



3510. Do you know in what office you were in Mr. 

the year 1854 ? — I do not recollect exactly. G. Marquis. 

3511. I thought you stated that in the year 

1853 or 1854 you went to the other office? — I , 7_ J i ine 

think it was about that time that 1 went to the 1 O' 
other office, I am not quite sure of the date. 

3512. Can you say positively whether in the 
year 1853 or 1854 you were in the private office? 

— I think so. 

3513. What is the meaning of making a fair 
plan of a town land or a town ? — There would be 
an old plan from which a tracing would be taken, 
in order to make a completely new one. 

3514. It is taking a tracinc; of an old map? — 

Yes. 

3515. What time would it take to make a fair 
plan of a town with a population of 4,000 ? — I 
could not exactly say. 

3516. Although you have been in the office so 
long, you cannot tell how long it would take ? — 

It would all depend upon the number of the 
sheets, and the extent of it. 

3517. Would it take a week ? — Yes, more. 

3518. Were you paid by the day in 1854? — I 
think we were paid by the day in 1854. 

3519. Can you not tell what time it would 
take to make a fair plan of the town of Birr ? — It 
all depends on the number of the sheets ; it would 
take nearly a month. 

3520. How many hours a day were you gene- 
rally employed ? — W e were employed from nine 
o’clock in the morning till four o’clock in the 
afternoon at that time. 

3521. Were you employed every day in the 
month of February 1854 in making a fair plan of 
the town of Birr {handing a Return to the Wit- 
ness') ? — I suppose I was, except one day. 

3522. In the month of March were you also 
engaged in making a plan ? — Yes, I see I was 
engaged in March. 

3523. Were you in the general office? — Yes. 

3524. You were not in the private office of Sir 
Richard Griffith in 1854, or at least in those 
months ? — No. 

3525. You were the whole of February and 
a day or two in March in making a plan of the 
town of Birr ? — Yes. 

3526. You were at it all that time ? — I suppose 
I was. I see there was other work done, I was 
making tracings of another union. 

3527. There is no day in the whole month on 
which you were not employed iu making the plan 
for the town of Birr? — There was no day on 
which I was not so employed. 

3528. What is your charge for the month ? — 

£.4 10 s. 

3529. You are quite certain that that was all 
done ? — Yes. 

3530. And is the plan iu the office ? — I should 
say it is. 

3531. The O' Conor Don.] You stated, in reply 
to an honourable Member, that the making tra- 
cings and colouring same mentioned in these 
returns might have been done for those particular 
counties ; is it not the fact, that when you did 
work for a particular county you distinctly stated 
the particular tracing and map on which you 
were working ? — Yes. 

3532. Here is a return in which it is stated, in 
a general way, that you were making tracings 
and colouring plans, and opposite that statement 
are the names of certain baronies and counties ; 
is it not the fact, that when you were employed 

S 2 in 
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Mr. in doing work for a particular county or barony, 
G. Marquis, when the return was really accurate, you .stated 

the particular work on which you were engaged, 

1.7 June as j n the case of the Return before me, “ Making 
1869. f a j; r p] an 0 f Philipstown,” “ Checking the valua- 
tion of Mohill,” and other items given in detail ; 
is not that the fact ? — It is. 

3533. If you were working for the county of 
Wexford, you would have stated in the first 
return that I handed to you what sections of the 
county you were working at ? — 

3534. You state, as a positive fact, that at the 
time you were employed in making these geolo- 
gical maps and other sections and plans having 
no connection with the valuation, you were 
directed to charge them to particular counties ? — 
I was. 

3535. And you did so ? — I did. 

3536. And when you entered those charges to 
those particular counties, you entered them in the 
general way that appears in the return that has 
been referred to ? — Y es. 

3537. When working for a particular county 
or town, you entered the particular plan on which 
you were working ? — I did. 

3538. Therefore, with regard to those progress 
returns in which there is only a' general statement 
as to colouring plans, although you cannot 
remember the particular month, you can from 
that judge that at that time you were employed 
in work that had no connection with those 
counties ? — Yes, I should say so. 

3539. Mr. Ayrton.] Be good enough to show 
me, on that sheet which you hold in your hand, 
any reference of the sort you have described. 
Where is the reference to the particular map 
you were doing ? — This is all valuation work. 

3540. You have told the Committee that you 
could discover that you did the work in that 
return on account of the reference to the parti- 
cular map ; will you find out in that paper any 
reference to the particular map ? — Here it is ; 
“ Making fair plan.” 

3541. Where is that reference to the map? — 
It is the town of Philipstown ; the map is in the 
office. 

3542. In the other case you have referred to 
the barony ? — Yes. 

3543. Where is the difference between a refer- 
ence to the barony and a reference to the town ? 
— There are references in the headings to coun- 
ties and baronies. In making the plan of a town, 
you must mention the particular town. 

3544. And when doing the work for a barony, 
you must mention the barony? — Yes. 

3545. Where is the reference td that particular 
map? — The map is for the town of Philips- 
town. 

3546. Then, there is no more particularity in 
the one case than in the other? — Nothing more. 

3547. The O' Conor Don.] Is there not this 
particularity, that in the one case you state you 
are preparing a map for the town of Philipstown, 
and in the other there is a general statement that 
you are preparing sections and colouring plans ? 
— Yes. 

3548. Chairman.] I believe you have been 
brought here without any application on your 
part ? — Without any application whatever. 

3549. You are aware that it is by order of the 
Committee that you have been produced here as 
a witness ? — Yes, I was rather surprised at being 
summoned here. 



3550. Mr. Ayrton.'] Will you tell us which of 
these items are true and which are false ? — They 
are all true; here is an item checking calculation • 
that is what we call map calculation ; and here 
are other items of work done. 

3551. All these statements are true then? I 

should say so. 

3552. Now turn to the other paper of which 
you made a comparison, and tell me which items 
are false ; I wish to know which of those lines 
you falsely represented in that paper? — “Making 
tracings and colouring same that was general 
work. 

3553. Is it true or false ? — It is true to a cer- 
tain extent; I could only describe it generally. 

3554. I want to know whether the statement 
is true or false ? — It is true, inasmuch as I could 
only describe it generally ; there was a variety 
of work done. 

3555. Is it true that you did that particular 
work aa described there ? — It is. 

3556. The O' Conor Don.] But it is not true 
that you did it for those particular counties ?— 
That is so. 

3557. Mr. Ayrton.] How much is true and 
how much is false in that paper ? — The whole of 
it is correct. 

3558. The O’ Conor Don.] I understand you 
to state distinctly that you were employed in the 
private office of Sir Richard Griffith in work that 
had no connection with particular counties? — 
Decidedly. 

3559. And that you were directed by the head 
of that office, Mr. Byron, to charge that work to 
certain counties? — Yes. 

3560. Then I put into your hand a Return of 
March 1858 in which it is stated in a general 
way that you were employed in marking tracings 
and colouring plans, and that work is charged to 
particular baronies of the county of Wexford; do 
I understand you to say that the work of making 
tracings and colouring plans was not done for the 
particular baronies opposite which the work is 
set in this Return ? — To the best of my belief 
it was not. * 

3561. You were employed during that month 
in making tracings and colouring plans? — 
Yes. 

3562. But these tracings and maps were not 
for the particular baronies and counties opposite 
which the work is set in this Return ? — To the 
best of my belief they were not. 

3563. Was it by direction of anyone in the 
office that you charged this work of making 
tracings and colouring plans to these particular 
baronies and counties? — By the direction of Mr. 
Byron. 

3564. Mr. Ayrton.] Are we to understand 
that the statement that you have here made, that 
the entries in the returns are correct, namely, that 
you were “making tracings, and colouring the 
same,” for the barony of Forth, in the county of 
W exford, is not true ? — I charged the work to 
the counties under the direction of my supe- 
riors. 

3565. There is nothing about charging here ; 
it is a mere statement of what you did. It is a 
progress return made in the Valuation Office for 
the month of March, and it states that on a 
certain day you were engaged in “ making 
tracings and colouring same,” for this union in 
this county? — Yes. 

3566. Is 
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3566. Is that correct or incorrect ? — I should 

say it is incorrect. _ . 

3567. You never did that -work ? — I did those 
tracings, but not for those particular counties. 

3568. I am asking whether you did what is 
here stated; tracings and colourings for the 
union of Forth in the county of Wexford ?— Not 
for that- 

3569. You never made a tracing for the union 
of Forth in the county of Wexford? — I do not 
say I never did; I do not believe I ever did. 
In that case, it was general work that I was 
charging to the counties. 

3570. What were the tracings that you were 
engaged in colouring ? — Colouring this geological 
map, for instance, making sections of the geo- 
logical map ; I made many of those, and other 
things of that nature. 

3571. How long did this go on? — 1 daresay, 
six or seven years. 

3572. For seven years you systematically 
made declarations that you were doing this work 
for particular unions and counties which you 
never did?— {No answer.) 

3573. Chairman.'] You were systematically 
ordered by your superiors to do that? — I was. 

3574. Mr. J PCartliy Downing.] If you had 
not made that entry upon the sheet, are you 
under the impression that you would lose your 
situation? — I am. 

3575. You felt yourself bound to make that 
entry as you were directed by your superior? — 
I did. 

3576. Chairman.] Are you not aware that 
other officers have been dismissed or parted with 
for refusing to put to a county work that was not 
done for that county? — I am not aware of that; 
it is not within my own knowledge. 



3577. Did you never hear that Mr. Kelly, the 
head of the office for a considerable time, under 
the commissioner, was parted with for refusing 
to put work down for the geological map to the 
charge of valuation which was to be borne by 
the counties? — I never heard the particulars of 
Mr. Kelly’s dismissal. 

3578. Mr. M‘ Car thy Downing.] Were you 
ever directed by any other superior in the office 
to make similar entries ? — No, I do not think so ; 
I was sent by Mr. Green to the office, and it was 
with his knowledge. 

3579. What position did Mr. Byron hold at 
the time ? — He held the position of chief of that 
office. 

3580. W ere you under him all the time ? — I 
was under him all the time. 

3581. Chairman.] If Sir Richard Griffith had 
removed you from the office, had you any quarter 
to which you could appeal against his decision ? 
— I do not think I had. 

3582. Therefore that rendered you, and every 
other officer employed, particularly cautious not 
to incur the displeasure of Sir Richard Griffith ? 

— It did. 

3583. The O' Conor Don.] Were you ever em- 
ployed in making plans and sections for the V artry 
Water Works ? — No, I was not. 

3584. Are you aware of any one in the Valua- 
tion Office who was ever employed on such work ? 
— Yes, there was a Mr. Jones. 

3585. You do not know whether that work was 
charged to the counties or not ? — I think it was 
not. 

3586. Chairman.] You do not know whether 
Mr. Jones’s time was charged to the counties or 
not ? — I do not know. 



Mr. William Henry Perrin, called in; and Examined. 



3587. Chairman.] I believe you have been 
employed in the General Valuation in Ireland ? 

3588. How long? — About 21 years and eight 
months. 

3589. I believe you were not one of the per- 
sons originally employed in the valuation, or in 
the Boundary Survey ? — I was connected with 
the late Boundary Survey, but not originally with 
the valuation. 

3590. What position do you now occupy in the 
Valuation Office? — lam a revising surveyor, and 
valuator. 

3591. The O' Conor Dow.] You are one of the 
revisors in the B division ; Mr. Scott’s division ? 
— Yes; at present. 

3592. Have you been employed as revisor in 
any other divisions? — Yes. 

3593. In what division ? — Mr. Irwin’s division, 
until January of this year. 

3594. That is the county of Cork? — In the 
county of Cork. 

3595. Were you here when Mr. Thompson 
gave his evidence ? — A portion of the time. 

3596. Will you tell the Committee shortly 
what is the practice which you have adopted in 
making an annual revision of a tenement where 
the tenement happened to be divided: did you 
make the applotment of the divided tenement in 
the country? — Yes. 

0.57. 



3597. Both as to area and value ? — Both as to 
area and value. 

3598. And you corrected the Poor Law Guar- 
dians’ Book, in accordance with that division that 
you made? — Yes. 

3599. Did you ever hear that there were any 
instructions to the contrary given to the revisors? 
— Instructions to the contrary were given last 
December, for the first time, to my know- 
ledge. 

3600. Are you aware that the present commis- 
sioner stated last year before a Committee of the 
House of Commons, that this applotment was 
never done by the revisors in the county? — 
Yes. 

3601. You heard that ? — Yes. 

3602. And afterwards the instructions were 
altered ? — I presume so. 

3603. At all events, after that evidence, new 
instructions were given, directing the revisors 
never to do anything in the county, but to mark 
the lines upon the maps ? — Yes. 

3604. And such instructions had no existence 
before ? — Not to my knowledge. 

3605. You have acted as revisor in two of the 
divisions of the service? — Yes. 

3606. In the south and in the north ? — Yes. 

3607. And in both of these divisions that prac- 
tice was not carried out? — It was not. 

s 3 3608. You 
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Mr. W. H. 3608. You never applied to the Valuation 
Perrin. Office for permission to make the applotments 

in the country? — Never. 

l 7 d une 3609. Did you ever hear that any of the other 
i aog. revisory were obliged to ask for this permission ? 

— Not to my knowledge. 

3610. What documents, as a rule, do yon 
require to perform the annual revision, or what 
documents do you get ? — The office hook 
(which is a copy of the valuation of the union) 
to be used in the field, the office maps, which 
represent the boundaries of the tenements, and 
the annual list of alterations furnished by the clerk 
of the uuion, together with whatever letters or other 
applications may come in from the ratepayers on 
going down. 

3611. The office map which you get only con- 
tains the boundaries cf the tenements? — Only 
the boundaries of the tenements. 

3612. You applot the valuation and divide the 
tenement upon your own judgment? — I have 
done so hitherto. 

3613. Has the list of the clerk of the union 
been always corrected in the country, or have 
the books been sometimes sent up to the office for 
correction. I refer to the mere clerical work of 
correcting the alterations? — The mere clerical 
work, three or four years ago, was done in Dub- 
lin. I completed my revision, sent up the field 
books to the office, and the clerk’s list was cor- 
rected from them there, but since that time it 
has been done in the country. 

3614. Were you engaged at all as a valuator 
upon the tenement valuation? — Not as a land 
valuator, I was engaged as a house and town 
valuator. 

3615. You stated that, as a matter of fact, 
these applotments of the revisions are made in 
the country ; do you think that cases arise in 
which it would be impossible for the applotment 
to be made correctly in the office ? — I do. 

3616. You were ordered by the Committee to 
bring over certain maps and books, have you 
brought them? — I have (producing the same). 

3617. You produce a map of Mallow union? 
— Yes. 

3618. And Ballynamona ? — Yes. 

3619. Will you point out where Mallow race- 
course is ? — It is here ( pointing out the same). 

3620. Had you to make any applotment of the 
valuation in this union ? — Yes. 

3621. Will you explain to the Committee how 
that could be done in the office ? — I really do not 
know. That is a particular case. I do not think 
it could be done in the office with justice to the 
men who occupy the farms; it is a special 
case. 

3622. Will you state your reason ?— It was a 
very large farm held by Colonel Williamson, who 
expended large sums in improving one portion of 
it ; he thorough drained it, removed the enclo- 
sures, and made it into large fields. About 
three years ago, I think in 1866, I presume he 
gave up the farm ; at all events, my predecessor 
in the revision was called upon to applot the farm 
between two men, and in applotting it he used an 
average value for each man’s portion. One por- 
tion of the farm had been vastly improved, the 
other portion, being very poor moory land, had 
degenerated. In the following year, 1867, when 
I revised the union, I received an application 
from the farmer, or some person on Ins behalf 
complaining that he had the worst part of the 



land, and that he was rated on the same terms a- 
the man who had the best. On goino- t 0 
ground, in compliance with his appeal] I found 
that his statement was correct, that a great portion 
of his land was hardly of any value to him, while the 
other man really had a splendid farm. Accord- 
ingly, without professing to make an accurate 
valuation of the land, I made what I considered 
to be a fair distribution between them. 

3623. Did you bring over the original tene- 
ment-valuation book of this particular union ?— 
I did not. 

3624. You are not aware whether there is anv 
distinction drawn in that book with regard to the 
qualities of soil ? — There is. 

3625. Do you think that from that book per- 
sons in the office would have been able to divide 
that farm fairly between the two occupiers ? — No 
not as the land is represented at present 

3626. You do not think that that particular 
farm could be rightly applotted in the office ?— 
No. 

3627. It required that the man should go upon 
the ground? — It required that the man should 
go upon the ground. 

3628. And judge for himself which side of the 
land the greater value should be placed upon ?- 
Yes. 

3629. As a general rule, in those counties 
where the townland valuation existed, are not the 
only divisions of tenements the old division made 
by the townland valuators? — Yes, on the old 
townland maps ; quality divisions. 

3630. Are not those the only divisions that 
exist in the office from which an applotment of a 
tenement can be made? — Those are the only 
divisions. 

3631. Do you think that a tenement can be as 
well applotted in the office where there exist only 
those old divisions, perhaps 30 or 40 years old, as 
by a revisor on the spot who can estimate the 
actual value of the land ?— I do not. 

3632. The work of a revisor in applotting the 
divided portions of the tenement is a very simple 
one, is it not? — Very simple to an experienced 
man. 

3633. He cannot alter the aggregate value of 
the tenement at all ? — No. 

3634. His duty is confined to deciding what 
portion of it is to be set down as one man’s and 
what portion another’s?— Yes. 

3635. Do you not think that the occupiers, 
generally speaking, know very well what pro- 
portion of a tenement they have received ? — They 
do, but they very seldom know the actual acre- 
age. 

3636. But they generally know whether they 
have a half or a third, and whether their valua- 
tion ought to be a half or a third or a fifth They 
do, as a rule. 

3637. And do you not think, if a re visor in 
the country were to place a much higher valua- 
tion upon one man’s land than upon another’s, 
that the man whom the high valuation was 
placed would immediately object? — I should 
say so. 

3638. Do you not think that that in itself 
would be one of the best checks upon a local 
revisor making any grievous error in the applot- 
ment of the tenement ? — No. 

3639. You do not think it would ? — No, I do 
not think it would be a sufficient check. 

3640. Why not? — Because a great many of 

these 
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these men, through ignorance and indifference, 
would never think of doing it. 

3641. They would never think of objecting if 
they were charged too highly ? — A great many 
of them would not (that is my experience), un- 
less it. was a very gross case. 

3642. You think, as a general rule, they would 
be satisfied with any division that the revisor 
made of a tenement? — Not as a general rule. I 
can explain one case that will illustrate my mean- 
ing. Some three or four years ago I found a 
man in Cork who had paid for 11 years on 16 
acres of land that he never held, and he was not 
aware of having done so. His name had been 
wrongly entered. 

3643. The O' Conor Don .] Was it a separate 
farm altogether that he had never had any occu- 
pation of, or was his farm unduly increased ? — 
No ; the farm in question happened to have been 
valued in three portions. One portion was boggy 
meadow ; he got that boggy meadow' out of the 
farm, but his name was improperly entered (by 
the rate collector, I suppose) for the whole farm; 
whereas he held only about four aci'es. 

3644. Chainnnn.] It was only on the applot- 
ment; there was no overcharge of rent? — There 
was no overcharge of rent. 

3645. The O' Conor Don.'] You stated that you 
were employed in the valuation service only as a 
valuator of houses? — Only as a valuator of 
houses. 

3646. Then you have no experience of the 
mode in which the valuation of land was carried 
out under the tenement valuation ? — I have not, 
except general experience. 

3647. How often, in your experience, are the 
copies of the Poor Law guardians’ books renew r ed, 
on the average ? — It will depend, in a great mea- 
sure, upon the number of alterations. I have 
known books last four years. The Cork books 
have been in use four years at the present time ; 
the borough books, I am sure, have lasted as 
long. 

3648. The maps, I suppose, are renewed at no 
fixed period, but as they may be required ? — Ac- 
cording as they require renewal. 

3649. You could not give an idea of the 
average time that the books and maps would 
last ? — I suppose that, with care, maps ought to 
last on an average eight or nine years, that is, the 
field maps. I think I have used maps that length 
of time. In the neighbourhood of a city they 
would not last so long because the changes 
would be more numerous and the work more 
intricate. 

3650. You are engaged as a town valuator and 
town revisor, I presume ; have you ever been en- 
gaged in revising tenements in’ towns? — Yes; I • 
have been the revisor of the. City of Cork for the 
last nine years. 

3651. Have you seen the Parliamentary return 
of the cost of the annual revision ? — Yes. 

3652. With respect to the cost of the revision 
of Cork, as compared with Dublin, do you think 
that it is relatively greater or less?— I think it is 
relatively greater. 

3653. In proportion to the work that has been 
done? — In proportion to the extent and impor- 
tance of the two towns. 

3654. Have you ever revised Belfast?— 
h ever. 

3655. When you say that Cork is relatively 
greater than Dublin, is it absolutely so ?— Dublin 
is about five times as large as Cork. 



3656. And the cost of the revision is nearly 
the same as that, of Dublin ? — I think so. 

3657. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] Do you include 
in Dublin, Kingston and Kathmines ?— No, the 
municipal district. 

3658. The O' Conor Don.] At all events the 
City of Dublin is very considerably' larger than 
Cork ? — I should say four times as large. 

3659. And the cost of the revision of Dublin 
was not as large as that of the revision of Cork 
in 1867 ; Dublin costing 273 l., and Cork 433 l. ? 
—Yes. 

3660. I see that in 1868 the cost of the revi- 
sion of the City of Cork was 233 l., and that of 
Dublin 344 1 . ; do you think that would be a 
fair proportion between the two ? — I really can- 
not say. 

366 1 . Is there a great amount of work to be 
done in the City of Cork? — A great deal of 
work to be done. 

3662. I suppose in Dublin also there are a 
great many tenements constantly changing ? — 
In Dublin I should say the work would be much 
more troublesome and much more difficult. 

3663. In Dublin, I believe, they have a per- 
manent revisor ? — Yes. 



3664. Cork is done like any other county, by 
seiuling down a man from the office every year ? 



3665. Chairman.] Who appoints the perma- 
nent revisor in Dublin ? — The Commissioner. 

3666. Mr. Hunt.] How do you account for it 
that, in the year 1867, the revision of Cork cost 
more than the revision of Dublin ? — I cannot ac- 
count for it. 

3667. Would it depend upon what work was 
done in each place ? — I really do not know. My 
work in Cork is usually about an average. The 
city occupies me something over two months. 

3668. Is the expenditure in the revision of 
Cork usually about the same ? — Usually. Lat- 
terly another gentleman has been sent to assist 
me, and that, may have caused a slight increase. 
Probably it has added a fourth to the time. 

3669. Do you know whether the expenditure 
in the revision of Dublin is pretty much the same 
every year or not? — l do not know. 

3670. You know nothing about it? — i know 
nothing about it. 

3671. All you know is from this return ?— I 
saw that return. 

3672. Have you any knowledge independent 
of that return ? — None whatever. 

3673. With regard to such a case as that 
which you mentioned, in which there was a divi- 
sion between two tenants, what would be the 
ordinary course if one tenant complained ; -would 
there be a person sent down from the office to 
listen to the complaint ? — The revising surveyor 
is supposed to attend to all complaints on the 
ground ; and if after the revision the tenant com- 
plained, it would most likely be deferred until 
the next revision, in order to save expense. 

3674. Any occupier complaining of having land 
applotted on a wrong principle, or applotted un- 
fairly would be heard ? — Undoubtedly. 

3675. He has to make his representation by 
November?— Not necessarily; if he makes his 
complaint while the revisor is in the country it 
will be attended to. 

3676.. The O' Conor Don.] Did you ever hear 
of counties being charged with work that was not 
done exactly for them?— I have no personal 
knowledge about that 
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3677. Mr. Ayrton.] Do you conduct your 
revision under written instructions ?— -Yes. 

3678. You received a copy of the instructions ? 
— I received a copy. 

3679. You know that in Cork you use a manu- 
script map ? — Yes. 

3680. It has not been engraved ? — It has not 
been engraved. 

3681. "Do you know that in Dublin the map 
has been engraved ? — The map of Dublin is 
engraved. 

3682. I suppose the cost of making a map in 
manuscript, and using an engraved copy, would 
be very different? — Very different. 

3683. Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing.] You said, I 
think, that the case you alluded to, where an 
applotment was made between two tenants, 
was a special case? — Yes, I consider it a special 
case. 

3684. Is it not a case that most frequently 
occui's ? — It does most frequently occur, for this 
reason. It is nearly 20 years since the valuation 
of the south was completed, and during that time, 
the country having passed through the famine 
years, there have been considerable changes ; 
farms have been consolidated. 

36«o. Then if it frequently occurs, it is not a 
special case ? — It is a special case, because I was 
there called upon to divide a farm. 

3686. You said that that could not be done in 
the office? — No; because in the office they would 
have to applot it according to the information 
given in the original field books. 

3687. Suppose that the original applotment 
was correct, and had been made according to the 
instructions, would not the quality- of the soil of 
every field upon the farm appear? — It would 
appear. 

3688. Then, if the original valuation had been 
correct, it could he done in the office ? — If the 
original valuation had been correct, I should say 
in that case it could be done. The original valu- 
ation in this case probably was correct, but the 
condition of the land had become subsequently 
changed. 

3689. The O' Conor Don. 1 Are you not aware 
that in the division of townlands into quality 
lots, there were very often large deductions in a 
particular lot from the general quality of the soil? 
— Yes. 

3690. Those deductions are not marked on the 
maps in any case ? — They are not. 

3691. Would not that throw great difficulty in 
the way of applotting a farm tenement in the 
office ? — It would. 

3692. Are not deductions very frequently the 
most valuable portions of a tenement ? — Not fre- 
quently ; it would depend on the extent of them. 

3693. Where the general quality is had, is not 
the deduction the most valuable portion of the 
tenement? — Yes. 

3694. So that the boundaries of the most valu- 
able portion of a tenement in many cases would 
not be at at all marked on the maps ? — Unless 
they could he discovered by pencil marks on the 
old map. 

3695. These pencil marks the valuators were 
not obliged to put on, and they put them on 
merely for their own guidance? — I think they 
were obliged to put them on in every case. 



3696. You are not a valuator yourself, and 
therefore cannot speak from experience?—! 
cannot. 

3697. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] How lonir 
had that unequal state of the valuation of the 
two farms lasted? — I think about one year. 

3698. Not more ? — I think the man appealed 
the next year. 

3699. It is for the purpose of correcting such 
inequalities that the revisor goes down, is "it not 5 
— Such inequalities are not supposed to exist: 
that is an exceptional case. The revisor goes to 
divide farms, to value new houses, and to strike 
out old houses, and when a man gets more land 
to add it to him, and take it from the other, it. 
the man who was deprived of it. 

3700. The aggrieved occupier in this case 
made use of the ordinary means, which every 
occupier may have every year, of having a mis- 
take corrected ? — He did. 

3701. Mr. Hunt.] Dicl the man who complained 
have a return made to him of the overcharge by 
reason of the inequality of the applotment ?— I 
am not aware. 

3702. Do you know what the practice is?— I 
do not think the collectors return anything. 

3703. Do you know whether any taxes had 
been collected upon those assessments ? — I should 
say so ; that would be the first opportunity the 
occupier would have of knowing the overcharge. 

3704. Supposing it was found out that there 
had been an error in the applotment, would lie 
have a return? — I think not as a rule ; I think he 
would find it very difficult to get back taxes that 
he had paid. 

3705. The O’ Conor Dow..] In a general way, 
the whole work of the annual revision is done in 
the country except whatever is necessary in the 
way of making new copies of books or maps?— 
The revision is completed in the country and sent 
up to the office in Dublin, where it is transferred 
to the treasurer’s hooks. 

3706. The only work in connection with the 
annual revision done in the office is copying the 
treasurer’s books, and making whatever new plans 
or maps may be necessary ? — So far as the general 
revision is concerned. 

3707. The work of calculating areas, dividing 
farms, and altering the guardians’ books, is done 
by the revisor in the country ? — It is done by 
the revisor in the country, generally speaking. 
One gentleman told me that at one time when he 
had not had much experience, he was accustomed 
to send up for the old books. 

3708. To aid him in making the revision in the 
country ? — Yes. 

3709. Still he made the revision in the country? 
— Yes. 

3710. Generally speaking, the revisor makes 
the revision without the old books being sent to 
him ? — Yes. 

3711. Mr. Ayrton.] Are those the instructions 
under which you act ( handing Paver No. 5 to 
the Witness') ? — They are. 

3712. Do you conform to them as far as yon 
can ? — As far as I can ; I think it necessary to 
state for my own defence that I have had no 
communication with any member of this Com- 
mittee ; I was indirectly accused of it ; I wish to 
say that it is not the case. 
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Mr. Thade Scanlan, was called in; and Examined. 



3713. The O' Conor Don.] You are one of the 
Revisors of the Valuation ? — Yes. 

3714. Have you heard the evidence of Mr. 
Perrin ? — Yes. 

3715. How long have you acted in the capa- 
city of revisor? — I think since 1854, since 
the revisions commenced under Sir Richard 
Griffith. 

37 1G. Do you agree with the evidence of Mr. 
Perrin as to the mode in which the revision is 
carried out? — I will tell you how I revised; I 
would rather not make any statement with re- 
gard to other persons. 

3717. In wnat counties have you been carry- 
ing on the revision ? — I have revised in Limerick, 
in Cork, in Galway, in Tipperary, in King’s 
County, and several other counties. 

3718. You have been revising in different 
parts of Ireland ? — Yes. 

3719. Have you been in the habit of making 
applotments of any changes that have taken 
place between one year and another? — Yes; 
but I have often written for tracings and copies 
of the old valuations, in the early part of my 
revisions. 

3720. In order to assist you in making a re- 
vision? — Yes, to assist me ; I referred to these 
even (on the occasion of the last revision that I 
made in Loughrea) within the last 10 days, to 
assist me in forming an opinion. 

3721. Until last year you never received any 
instructions not to do anything in the country, 
except to mark lines upon the map ? — I never 
recollect such instructions last year ; I do not 
remember them in that form. 

3722. Do you not recollect this instruction 
dated the 1st December 1868 : “ In cases where 
a re-applotment of valuation becomes necessary, 
in consequence of sub-divisions, striping, &c., 
the revising officer will, particularly in cases of 
extensive alterations, mark on the ordnance 
maps the new boundaries, and transmit either 
maps or outline tracings to the office, where the 
new areas will be computed, and the applotment 
of the valuation made according to the different 
qualities of soil ” ? — I recollect that that in- 
struction was issued in December last; there 
was no such instruction in force before that, not 
that I recollect. 

3723. The practice that you adopted before 
that was to make those calculations yourself? — 
Yes, in the country. 

3724. Were you engaged in the general valu- 
ation of Ireland ? — Not as a valuator of land. 

3725. As a valuator of houses? — Yes; I valued 
country houses, not town houses. 

3726. I believe you were employed in Cork in 
the year 1868 ? — Not in 1868 ; I was then in Gal- 
way. 

3727. Were you not in 1868 in Cork? — No, 
not last year ; I was there in 1867. 

3728. I am not speaking of the financial year, 
or the year of your office; but were you not in 
the year 1868, commencing with the 1st of Jan- 
uary and ending the 31st of December, employed 
in the county of Cork ? — I think I was there only 
a few days in the latter end of 1868. 

3729. I find, by a return presented to the 
Committee, that you are stated to have been 

0.57. 



91 days in Cork in that year; is that the fact? 
— I do not think so ; I think it must have been 
in 1867. 

3730. Then if the return states that it was in 
1868, it is not correct ? — Last year I was in the 
county of Galway. 

3731. The whole time ? — The whole time. 

3732. Mr. Greene, in his evidence, I think, 
explained to us that when you were in Cork you 
became ill ? — Yes, I had a whitlow in the thumb 
of my right hand. 

3733. That was in the year 1868? — No, it was 
in 1867, unless I am very much mistaken ; I -was 
in Galway last year. It might be so in the returns 
for the financial year. 

3734. You are stated in the return to have 
been three months in Cork in 1868 ; is that true 
or not ?•— I am not sure, but I think it was in 
1867. 

3735. You recollect the occasion when you 
were in the county of Cork, incapable of carrying 
on your work ? — Yes, I was not able to write, 
owing to the injury to my thumb. 

3736. Was that from the moment you went 
out there ? — No, I revised two unions, Skibbereen 
and Mill-street ; my thumb became sore in Mill- 
street. 

3737. How long were you revising before you 
got laid up ? — I think during December and 
part of January, or January and February ; we 
sometimes went out in December, and some- 
times in January ; I cannot exactly recollect 
the lime. 

3738. That would be December 1866, and 
the beginning of 1867, not last January ? — 1 
could not tell for a certainty : I am not very sure, 
one year tvent so into the other, it might be the 
end of 1867, and the beginning of 1868 ; I am 
not sure exactly about the time. 

3739. Mr. McCarthy Downing /] Did you re- 
ceive all the information and assistance possible 
from the clerks of the unions, and the poor-rate 
collectors in that part of the county of Cork? 
— I always received the necessary informa- 
tion. The collectors in many instances were slow 
in coming in and attending ; I think they have a 
kind of feeling that they are not well paid. 

3740. You had no reason to complain of any 
want of information from any officer there ? — No, 
certainly not. 

3741. What time did it take you to revise 
Skibbereen union ? — The revision of a union de- 
ends on the number of alterations there might 
e for the year. 

3742. What time did it take? — Sometimes 
three weeks ; sometimes five weeks. I could not 
state what time any union would take, because 
it depends on what is to be done. 

3743. Was that the first time you revalued that 
union ? — I was three weeks one time, five weeks 
another time, and four weeks another time. 

3744. That is a reasonable time ? — Three weeks 
is quite sufficient, generally speaking. 

3745. That is for a large union ? — The time 
occupied in the revision of a union depends on 
what is to be done ; the state of the weather has 
a great deal to do with it ; I have been frequently 
out from 8 o’clock in the morning until 7 in the 
evening. Of course this could not be the case 
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in the winter. In the summer a person might 
proceed more rapidly with the revision. 

3746. Mr. Ayrton.] Do you send up your work 
after you have done it. to the chief office to be ex- 
amined and checked ? — At first I always sent it ; 
sometimes I corrected the books for the guardians 
in the country, according to circumstances, if there 
was a pressure of work in the office ; that is my 
impression; afterwards we did not do so. In 
cases where I had a doubt about anything I said 
in the margin “ check applotments,” or “ con- 
tents,” or whatever might require to be checked. 
As I mentioned before, I sometimes wrote for 
tracings from the old maps, and a copy of the old 



valuation to strengthen me in my opinion of the 
value ; I had occasion to do that in the last union 
I was in. 

3747. Do you recognise those instructions 
( handing the same to the Witness )? — Yes. 

3748. Is the business conducted according to 
those instructions? — Yes, that is my impression. 

3749. The O' Conor Don . ] Those instructions 
to the revisors have been altered since last year, 
have they not ? — It was stated at one time that 
we were to confine ourselves to the lists furnished 
by the clerks of the unions ; then we had power 
given us to attend to anything we might con- 
sider to be necessary. 
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Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 

Mr. Herbert. 



Sir Frederick Hey gate. 
Mr. Hunt. 

The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. P ollard-U rquhar t. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH in the Chair. 



Mr. George Hitchcock, called in ; and Examined. 



3750. Chairman.'] Are you in the General 
Valuation Office of Ireland? — Yes. 

3751. What station do you occupy? — I am a 
first class officer in charge of a department. 

3752. The O' Conor Don.~\ I believe you are 
one of the divisional superintendents? — Yes. 

3753. How long have you been in the service ? 
—Thirty years, last April. 

3754. What counties are in your charge? — 
Mayo, Sligo, Galway, and Clare. 

3755. You were, I believe, in the service 
during the progress of the Tenement Valuation? 
— Yes. 

3756. Will you state briefly to the Committee 
what were the duties of the divisional superin- 
tendents with respect to that Tenement Valua- 
tion ? — When we got the valuators’ books up we 
had to calculate the areas of the lots and enter 
them in the books, and to see that the valuators 
carried out their instructions. 

3757. Were the duties of the divisional super- 
intendents considerable in connection with that 
valuation ? — They were very considerable ; very 
anxious duties. 

3758. Had they the* superintending of the 
work of the valuators in any way? — We had to 
see that the valuators had put the proper per- 
centages on. 

3759. Had the superintendents anything to do 
with the making of the valuators’ scales, or com- 
paring the scales between one valuator and 
another? — Yes, that was all done by the divi- 
sional superintendents. 

3760. I suppose the divisional superintendents 
had every opportunity of knowing how the 
valuation was carried on ? — Perfectly. 

3761. There were certain counties, I believe, 
m which no tenement valuation was ever made ? 
— 1 es, six, I think. 

3762. What was the general system on which 

k - t l on waa based in those counties in 

which there was no tenement valuation ? — After 
the allowances for local circumstances were made 

0 57 °k S were calculated in pencil, and the 



valuations of the different farms made out and 
compared with the collected rents of the ba- 
rony. 

3763. The rents were regularly collected ? — 
Yes, we compared the valuation of every farm with 
the rent in every case where we had the rent. 

3764. Have you brought over the documents 
that were ordered by the Committee ? — I have 
brought some of them. The great body of the 
documents I have not with me. The chief clerk 
informed me that Mr. Greene, the Chief Commis- 
sioner, had telegraphed to him not to allow me to 
have any of the documents. 

3765. Who is the chief clerk? — Mr. Shaw ; I 
showed him the order of the Committee to pro- 
duce the documents, and I asked him if he meant 
to say that he would not obey the order. He 
said he would obey the Commissioner’s order. 

3766. Then you have not brought over any of 
these documents ? — 1 have brought a few. 

3767. Have you brought die rent books? — I 
have five or six of the rent books. 

3768. Will you explain what use you made of 
those books? — The rents of the whole barony 
were collected and brought out into a form. 

3769. Mr. APCarthy Downing .] Is it all in 
your handwriting ? — It is in my own hand- 
writing. You will see at the end of the barony 
a summary of the parishes, and the number of 
the tenements that we had the rents for. You 
will also see the valuation of the land calculated, 
as I said, from the prices of the valuator, modi- 
fied for local circumstances. Then there is the 
value of the houses entered. Then there is the 
total of that, and also the total of the correspond- 
ing rents. In the rent column there is a deduc- 
tion of one-fourth, or 25 per cent., in some books, 
and 30 per cent, in others. 

3770. The O' Conor Don.~\ What was that, 
deduction from the rent ?— Yes. Then we 
assimilated or approximated the value of the 
land and houses to those rents. We deducted 
the value of the house from the rent, and the 
value of the remainder, the land, was assimilated 
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to the balance. The laud and the house were 
made equal to the rent, minus one-fourth in 
some cases, 6 s. in the pound in others, and 33 
per cent, in others. 

3771. Then the rent was in reality the basis 
of this valuation ? — It was the basis ot it. 

3772. Was the rent the basis of the valuation 
of houses? — In the case of town houses it is the 
basis. In valuing a town, the rents are collected 
for the purpose of establishing a scale of valua- 
tion. 1 think you will see that in the book of 
instructions. 

3773. How are the rents ascertained? — I 
suppose, in towns, by calling on the tenants. 

3774. By asking the tenants what they pay ? 
—Yes. 

3775. And how is it ascertained in counties ? 
— The surveyor who made the perambulation, 
and laid down the lines for the valuator, col- 
lected the rents. 

3776. From the tenant? — From the tenant. 

3777. The surveyors preceded the valuators, 
and collected this information? — Yes, they 
always preceded the valuators. 

3778. Were the valuators aware of what these 
rents were? — Yes, always, because they had 
them in the perambulation book. 

3779. The rents were given to the valuators? 
— Yes, along with the area. 

3780. Did not the instruction book direct that 
the houses should be valued according to area 
and measurement ? — Where there was no town- 
land valuation, the valuator valued at so much 
an acre, and he gave a description of the land, 
because there had been no previous valuation 
with a description. 

3781. I am speaking of the houses; were they 
not, according to the instruction book, to be 
valued upon their cubical contents, and not ac- 
cording to the rent ? — By the instruction book 
they should be calculated according to a scale ; 
rent, measurement, height, breadth, and quality 
letter. But in fact that has not been fol- 
lowed. 

3782. The standard that has been taken has 
been the rent, irrespective of the measurement ? 
— Very much so. 

3783. Does not the instruction book direct the 
valuator to measure the buildings and to classify 
them according to their contents ? — It does. 

3784. And to value them according to that 
classification ? — It does. 

3785. You say that that system has not been 
adopted, but that they have been valued by 
rents ? — Greatly by rents, modified by measure- 
ment of course. I think the rent has been the 
governing element in the valuation of houses. 

3786. The original valuators, we were told, 
were followed by what were called check valua- 
tors? — That was under the old townland sys- 
tem. 

3787. It was not the case under the tenement 
system? — We had a great deal of it in the tene- 
ment system ; in Tipperary, for instance ; but it 
was more to ascertain whether the valuator was 
proceeding on a fair scale, and keeping his work 
relative. If he kept his work relative, we mani- 
pulated it afterwards by the rents. 

3788. You did manipulate the work of the 
valuators, and adjust it to the rents ? — Yes, al- 
ways. That was done in Tipperary, and I 
should imagine that the other five counties were 
done in the same way. 



3789. The original valuators did not complete 
their work themselves ? — No. 

3790. Was the deduction for local circum- 
stances made in the country or in the office ?— 
It was sometimes done in the office ; for instance, 
allowances for proximity to towns, and for climate, 
were made in the office. 

3791. But deductions for other local circum- 
stances were made by the valuators? — Yes. In 
other counties with which I had no connection, 
sea-board counties, there was an allowance made 
for seaweed ; the valuator had always to say 
whether the seaweed was plentiful or not. 

3792. You are aware that the first counties 
that were valued under the tenement valua- 
tion were valued under the 9 & 10 Viet., and 
not under the present Tenement Valuation Act? 
— Yes, at first; but there was a modification 
introduced by the 15 & 16 Viet. It was intended 
afterwards that we were to make deductions so 
as to bring the scale to the townland scale. 

3793. Was that done? — It was never done 
that • I am aware of, because of the delay that 
took place. The counties that commenced under 
the 9 & 10 Viet, were so many years in carrying 
it on, that before we could get them out the 
15 & 16 Viet, passed, which did away with the 
necessity of making that deduction. 

3794. You made no uniform deduction from 
the previous valuation over those counties, to 
bring them to the scale of the 15 & 16 Viet. ? — 
No. 

3795. You say that the counties that were in 
progress of valuation had been a long time under 
valuation before the 15 & 16 Viet, passed? — 
Yes. 

3796. Were they gone over again in conse- 
quence of the Act? — Previous to that a good 
deal had been gone over to see whether the 
change of times in the famine years might not 
have put the valuators out of scale a little ; there 
was a good deal of re-checking before they were 
published. 

3797. Re-checking under the 15 & 16 Viet.? 
— I could hardly say that, because a great deal 
went out before that Act; the Act was passed 
in 1852, and we published a great many baronies 
in Tipperary in 1850. 

3798. Those baronies were not afterwards 
altered? — They were not afterwards altered. 

3799. Consequently they were not reduced to 
the scale of the 15 & 16 Viet. ? — No. 

3800. In those counties where the townland 
valuation existed, was there any use made of it? 
— Always. 

3801. Mr. DufFey informed us that with re- 
spect to the counties in his division, the townland 
valuation was applotted, and in this applotted 
state was furnished to the valuators ; do you 
agree with him? — He is right. 

3802. Is that your experience ? — That is my 
experience. 

3803. Then the valuators in these counties did 
not merely receive clean maps and blank books . 
— No. 

3804. They received the whole valuation?— 
They received the applotment 6f the old town- 
land valuation, the rents, and every information 
necessary. 

3805. Then the valuation of these counties 
was simply a revision of the old townland valua- 
tion ? — Precisely. 

3806. It was not a completely new valuation. 
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the valuators starting without any information 
of what had been done before? — No ; it was not 
a re-valuation. 

3S07. What counties were, to your knowledge, 
done in this way, revising the towuland valuation? 

I did in this way Cavan, Longford, and 

Ivina's County ; I furnished the valuators in 
every case with an applotment of the valua- 
tion. 

3808. Both as to value and area?— Both as to 
value and area, and also the rents. 

3809. And when the valuator received these 
he merely had to alter the figures wherever he 
thought an alteration was necessary? — If he 
thought the valuation higher or lower than the 
applotment, he added or took off something. 

3810. After the valuation came up to the 
office, and was manipulated as you state, are you 
aware whether it was ever i-educed in order to 
avoid appeals? — Yes; sometimes after unions 
were published, we found the number of appeals 
so great that a general reduction was made. 

3811. You made a general reduction over the 
whole union ? — That was done in the union of 
Cavan ; in the union of Cootchill a general re- 
duction was made of 1 s. 6 d. in the pound. 

3812. Irrespective of the particular appeals? 
— Altogether irrespective of the appeals. 

3813. Do you know how the valuation was 
carried on in the North of Ireland? — I cannot 
say. 

3814. You have no personal knowledge? — 
No ; Cavan is the only northern county that I 
have had anything to do with. 

3815. "Were the taxes in each county or union 
deducted from the valuation on a uniform scale ? 
— No ; the valuator took them into consideration 
in fixing his price. 

3816. In each particular tenement? — The 
valuation that he made, taking the taxes into 
consideration, was put into the book and com- 
pared with the rents, and then assimilated as I 
have explained. 

3817. But there was no uniform scale of taxes 
deducted in the office? — Not in any county that 
I have been connected with. 

3818. You never heard of any scale of taxes 
being collected for the purpose of deduction ? — 
No ; I never heard of such a thing. 

3819. You knew the system that was carried 
on under the townland valuation ? — I did. 

3820. Was the system carried on under the 
tenement valuation a continuation of that ; did 
the valuators act in the same way? — No ; I can- 
not say that they did, because there were many 
things done under the tenement valuation that 
were not done under the townland valuation ; 
the valuator, under the townland system, had 
not the same convenience with regard to the 
rents, because if he had the rent of a farm it 
would not be the rent of a townland, and as they 
valued in townlands it would be no guide, unless 
he learned from the agent that the landlord let 
the whole townland at so much an acre. 

3821. The tenement valuation was more 
based on the rents than the townland ? — Much 
more. 

3822. With respect to the annual revision, 
Mr. Duffey informed us that in all the counties 
1X1 his division the revisors always made the 
applotments consequent on changes of tenement 
mi the country ; is that rule followed in your 
division ? — Ye=. 
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2823. Did you ever hear of any instructions 
being issued to revisors to do nothing in the 
country except mark the boundaries on the 
maps? —Not until the last few months. 

3824. Have the instructions been altered in 
the last few months? — Yes. 

3825. Did you hear that the present Commis- 
sioner stated last year before a Committee of this 
House, that the re visors did not make any calcu- 
lations either of area or of value in the country, 
and that they received instructions to do nothing 
but mark the boundaries on the maps ? — I am 
aware that he did give that evidence. 

3826. And after giving that evidence the 
instructions were altered so as to meet it? — 
Yes. 

3827. There was no such instruction before ? — 
Never. 

3828. And as a matter of fact, in your divi- 
sion, these applotments were always made in the 
country by the revisors? — Yes. 

3829. Without any application on their part 
for permission to doit? — Yes. 

3830. Although they are applotted in the 
country, we are informed that they are always 
checked in the office ; is that the practice in your 
division ? — Whenever I had a surveyor whom I 
distrusted in his calculation, I always checked 
him myself ; when I had good hands, men whom 
I could trust, I did not think it worth while to 
check them. During the last four years I have 
had no opportunity of doing it, as the work has 
been all done in the country. 

3831. Do you mean that within the last three 
or four years there has been an alteration? — 
Formerly, when a revisor made his revision, he 
sent up his work to the office, and we corrected 
the guardians’ copies, or made a copy for them ; 
then, by way of saving time, the re visors were 
directed to correct the books in the workhouse, 
and send up only the abstract to be signed by the 
Commissioner. 

3832. Consequently you had no means of 
making this check in the office ? — None what- 
ever. 

3833. You have told the Committee that in 
the counties where the townland valuation had 
been made, the tenement valuation was an ap- 
plotment of the townland valuation? — Yes, it 
was a revised valuation. 

3834. As a general rule in such counties, 
were the tenements subdivided according to their 
quality in any other way than by lines of the old 
townland valuation quality lots ? — Not that I am 
aware of. 

3835. The only boundaries upon the maps in 
the office with respect to those counties are those 
which were made by the townland valuators, or 
put on by the surveyors ? — I do not quite under- 
stand the question. 

3836. I believe a great part of Ireland was 
valued under the townland valuation? — Yes. 

3837. In those counties where the townland 
valuation was in existence you have told us that 
the tenement valuation was a mere revision of 
that? — Yes. 

3838. And that the valuator under the tene- 
ment valuation received the townland valuation 
with all the lines of that valuation marked on the 
maps ? — Yes. 

3839. Did the tenement valuators make a sub- 
division of tenements into qualities, except the 
subdivision that already existed from the town- 

t 3 h- land 
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land valuation ? — They did not. They took the 
quality lots that were on the maps when they 
got them. 

3840. Those quality lots were the old town- 
land quality lots ? — Yes. 

3841. That, had been made 30 years betore r — 
Yes. 

3842. And as a general rule they did not sub- 
divide the tenements into other lots? As a 
general rule they did not. 

3843. If you were to check the valuation of 
a subdivided tenement in the annual revision in 
the office, it was only by those old townland lots 
that you could be guided ? — Precisely. 

3844. From many of those old lots were there 
not large deductions on account of differences in 
the quality of the soil?— Very large. 

3845. Were not those deductions in many in- 
stances the most valuable portions of the lot? — 
Sometimes, especially in the case of bog lot, 
where there might be 10 or 12 acres of reclaimed 
land. 

3846. Especially, I imagine, you would find 
that in the west of Ireland ? — Especially there. 

I found a difficulty in carrying out the late in- 
structions, for in some cases I found that the de- 
ductions were fully equal to the lot itself. Sup- 
pose a lot of 16 acres, with eight acres at one 
price, and eight at another. 

3847. And there was no possible means of know- 
ing where each eight acres lay? — Not the least; 
so I carried out the instructions, and made the 
applotment ; but I wrote a memorandum for the 
revisor, and sent it to him ; that he was to be 
responsible for the accuracy of the applotment, 
in consequence of tire lots not being marked on 
the map. 

3848-9. So that, in very many cases, you think 
that the work could not be done in the office ? — 
In very many cases. There are some counties 
in which it might be done, such as Meath, where 
the land is good. In counties where the same 
quality of soil prevails over a large extent, it 
could be easily done, but in some counties it 
could not be done. 

3850. Your instructions are not to re-calculate 
and to check every alteration made by the 
revisor ? — It would be impossible to do it 
now. 

3851. At any time were those your instruc- 
tions? — We were to check any work that we 
could. I always understood it to be my duty to 
check any man’s work if I suspected that he was 
not capable of doing it properly. 

3852. Practically, you inform the Committee 
that the work of the annual revision, as regards 
calculating and recording all these charges, is 
done by the revisor in the country? — Yes. 

3853. What is the other work connected with 
this annual revision for which so much was 
charged to the counties? — We have to replace 
the office copies, to make a fair copy for the 
treasurer every year, and a copy for each board 
of guardians every third year. 

3854. You make copies for the board of 
guardians every third year? — Yes. We correct 
them two or three times. Sometimes they last 
longer ; if the changes in a union are not very 
great, they last much longer. In other places, 
m towns for instance, where the changes are very 
numerous, we have to make copies oftener. 



3855. You make a copy for the treasurer 
every year ? — Y es. 

3856. How often do you renew the office 
copies? — A fourth are copied every year ; they 
do not all require to be done at once. 

3857. They are renewed every fourth year ? 
— Every fourth year we have a perfect office 
copy made. 

3858. How often are these maps renewed, on 
an average ? — I can only speak as to my own 
maps. 

3859. How long have you had your own ?— 

I had a set eight or nine years ago, and they 
are in good order now ; they may last four or 
five years more. They are the maps of Mayo, 
Galway, and Clare. 

3860. Are not those counties in which very 
great alterations take place ? — We have a great 
deal of striping in Mayo ; there are a great 
many changes in Galway and Mayo, but in 
Clare I do not think we have so many changes. 

3861. Mayo, I believe, is a county in which 
there are very small tenements? — Very small 
tenements. 

3862. It is, therefore, a county in which 
naturally you would find greater work in the 
annual revision than in a county like Meath or 
W estmeath ? — Y es. 

3863. Yet in that county you state that your 
maps have lasted eight or nine years? — Yes. 

3864. Could you give the Committee an idea 
of the expense of making these maps, or how 
long it would take a man to make a map, to put 
the lines upon the Ordnance sheet ? — I suppose 
it would take a draughtsman two or three days 
to put the lines of tenement boundaries upon a 
map. 

3865. How many acres are there in these 
sheets? — 15,300 acres: I may be wrong, but if 
my memory serves me, that is correct. 

3866. Can you tell the Committee the charge 
for making the copies for the treasurer ? — The 
allowance for piece-work was, on an average, 

1 s. 6 d. per 100 lines. 

3867. Can you give an idea of the average 
cost to a county for making a list ? — No, I am 
not prepared to do that. 

3868. Will you look at this return ( handing 
same to the Witness), containing a list of gentle- 
men who are stated to have died in the service ? 
—Yes. 

3869. Do you see in that list the name of Mr. 
W. J. Burke ? — Yes. 

3870. "What is the date of the return ? — .Tuty 
16th, 1867. 

3871. Do you know if there was any other 
gentleman of that name in the service ? — There 
was not. 

3872. Now look at the return of the revision 
for 1868 ; do you there see Mr. W. J . Burke 
charged to the county of Galway ? — Yes. 

3873. Is that the same gentleman ? — It is th e 

same Mr. Burke. _ . 

3874. Galway is in your division ? — It is m 
my division. 

3875. How was it that you furnished to the 
Committee a charge for Mr. Burke in the year 
1868, when it appears that he died in 1867 ?— 
It was not I who made out the return. 

3876. It is for your county? — It is, _ but I did 
not make the charge ; Mr. Burke died in 1867. 

3877. He is returned in the annual revision ol 

1868 ? — It must be some mistake. , 

3878. Had 
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3S78. Had you not to make out the returns 
for the annual revision of counties in your own 
district? — No, that rests with the paymaster; 
while the revisors are in the field they are under 
the paymaster’s check ; when they return to the 
office they are under my check, and I enter then- 
time in my pay-book. When they are in the 
field the paymaster alone knows about it. 

3879. You have no means of checking what 
the revisors are doing during that time ? — After 
their progress returns are entered by the pay- 
master they are sent down to me, and then I can 
see what they have been doing. 

38S0. Can you furnish the Committee with an 
account of the revisors for your own counties in 
the year 1868 ? — Yes, I have it in my book which 
I keep for my own guidance. 

3881. Mr. Ayrton.'] Is it an official book? — It 
is my own ; it is not an official book ; I have kept 
it for two or three years as a check. 

3882. Mr. H1‘ Carthy Downing.] Was it written 
at the time you were engaged ? — No ; I com- 
menced it about six months ago ; but I went 
back through the progress returns, because M r. 
Greene challenged me about the expense of my 
division in the county of Mayo being more for 
three months in one year than for three months 
in another ; I thought it well to go back through 
the progress returns, and see how the thing 
really stood. I have made out from these an 
accurate return of the revision of each year. 

3883. The O' Conor Don.] The return that you 
have made out is not the same as that returned to 
the county ? — I know nothing of what is returned 
to the counties. 

3884. You make out the return of the ex- 
penses in your own division? — Yes, I furnish to 
the paymaster every month all the time that each 
person in my division has been working in each 
county. When the revisors are in the field, I 
mark in pencil, “ See pay certificate.” I do not 
know what the pay certificate is ; the paymaster 
settles that himself. 

3885. Then I understand it comes back to you 
afterwards? — The progress returns come back 
to me to give me an idea of what they are doing 
in the country ; that is merely as to the progress 
of the work, not to check the payments. 

8886. Could you give the Committee the 
names of the revisors in your district and the 
days that they spent in the revision in 1868 ? 
— I could. 

3887. Was Mr. Burke included in your pay- 
sheet for that year ? — No, certainly not ; he waB 
dead. 

3888. Mr. Ayrton.] I suppose if a man is dead 
they pay the balance due to him to his represen- 
tatives ; they do not keep it back ? — So I should 
imagine. 

3889. And when they pay it, they put it into 
the account ? — Yes. 

3890. The O' Conor Don.] This return pur- 
ports to be a return of the number of days spent 
in the field in the year 1868 by certain revisors, 
from the 1st of January to the 31st of Decem- 
ber?— I can give you the number of days that 
each revisor was engaged in each county in 
that year. 

3891. Chairman.] If there was a payment 
made in 1867 for Mr. Burke after his death, is 
that any reason for his name appearing in a list 
of persons employed in 1868 ? — Certainly not. 

3892. The O'Conor Don.] When are these 
0.57. 



payments allocated to the different counties?— I 
cannot say ; I believe it is some time before each 
assize. That is altogether in the paymaster’s 
department. 

3893. I cannot gather from you how far you 
are responsible for the accounts of your own dis- 
trict ? — I am only accountable for the accounts 
of my own district as far as l enter them on my 
pay-sheet. 

3894. You do not know how far they are 
charged to the counties ? — I do not know any- 
thing about the charge to the counties. 

3895. Have you brought over any of these 
progress returns? — I have brought some of them 
( producing the same). 

3896. Have you ever heard of charges being 
made to counties for work that was not done for 
them ? — I have. 

3897. In your own counties?" — In my own 
counties. 

3898. What is this book that you have pro- 
duced ? — It is the time-book of my division for 
1853. 

3899. Will you explain it? — Each divisional 
superintendent had a book for himself, in which 
the assistants entered their names. The time 
was checked by one of the assistants or my- 
self. 

3900. It is not stated at what the assistant was 
engaged?— No. 

3901. Are you aware whether any of these 
progress returns of Mr. Hope are incorrect? — 
They are incorrect in so far as he is charged for 
attending to office business when he was in the 
Exhibition building. From July to December 
he had taken charge of a stand of geological 
specimens in the Dublin Exhibition of 1853. 

3902. His time, while attending the Dublin 
Exhibition, was charged to particular counties? 
— Yes. 

3903. What counties ; I find him charged to 
the county of Tipperary ; was lie attending to 
business connected with Tipperary at that time ? 
— No ; he was at the Exhibition continuously 
from June to December 

3904. Was he in your division at that time? — 
He was, and he returned to my division when 
the Exhibition closed. 

3905. Colonel Forde.] Did every county get 
its share of the Exhibition expenses ? — I cannot 
teU. 

3906. The O' Conor Don.] In one of the pro- 
gress returns, I find that Mr. Campbell is stated to 
have been employed at No. 2, Fitzwilliam-place, 
and his time is charged to Cork, Limerick, and 
Waterford; will you read the note made by 
Mr. Duffey ? — “ I am not aware that Mr. 
William Campbell did work for the county of 
Limerick ; he belongs to the C division ; Mr. 
Hitchcock should get him to charge his time to 
the county of Tipperary, and not to the county 
of Limerick.” 

3907. Was Limerick in Mr. Duffey’s depart- 
ment?— Yes. 

3908. He states that Mr. Campbell was not 
employed in his division ? — Yes. 

3909. Was his time charged to counties in his 
division? — It was. 

3910. By whom ; by Mr. Campbell himself? — 
No. Mr. Eland says, “ I do not understand the 
above observations.” He strikes out Tipperary, 
and puts in the county of Cork for a great part 
of it. 

x4+- 3911. Colonel 
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3911. Colonel Forde.~\ Was each county in 
Ireland charged with a certain proportion of the 
expense of the persons doing this service ? — No ; 
there were three or four counties ; Tipperary 
and King’s County; and Mr. Campbell was 
charged to Cork. 

3912. What was Mr. Campbell charged for? — 
He was working in Sir Richard Griffith’s 
office. 

3913. The O' Conor Don.] Like Mr. Marquis? 
—Yes. 

3914. Are you aware of any wrong charges to 
counties ? — I know I have objected to Mr. Mar- 
quis’s time being charged to counties in my 
division. 

3915. Is it usual for progress returns to be 
signed by the divisional superintendent, as Mr. 
Marquis stated ? — Sometimes it was necessary. 
Sometimes the divisional superintendent entered 
the pay in a pay-book, by which Mr. Eland, at 
that time, regulated the pay of the service ; each 
man was paid according as the divisional super- 
intendent sent up the pay-book. A progress 
return was brought to me in March 1857, to 
enter into my pay-book, and I refused to do it. 
Mr. Byron, however, got Mr. Greene’s signa- 
ture, and then I entered it. 

3916. Eor what county was that? — For the 
county of Cavan or Tipperary, I think. 

3917. He was in your division at that time ? 
— Yes. 

3918. After you refused to sign it, Mr. Greene 
signed it? — It was brought to me signed by 
Mr. Greene ; he was engaged in drawing geolo- 
gical sections, and I did not consider it right to 
charge it to my county. In subsequent months 
he was employed on the same work; but of 
course, as I was over-ruled on the point in one 
month, I did not think it right to raise the ques- 
tion again. 

3919. Can you state, from your own know- 
ledge, that these charges were wrongly made, 
with the knowledge of Mr. Greene ? — It must 
have been with Mr. Greene’s knowledge: he 
must have known that I refused to enter that 
progress, or it would not have been necessary 
for him to sign it ; it was only in consequence of 
my objecting. 

3920. Have you ever heard from officers in 
other divisions that they were directed to charge 
their time to counties at which they were not 
working ? — No; but I believe it has been greatly 
the habit. 

3921. In fact, charges were shifted from one 
county to another without any great particularity? 
— Yes. 

3922. As a habit? — Yes. A great deal of 
private work has been charged to counties. 

3923. What do you mean by private work? — 
Architectural drawings, bridge drawings, and en- 
gineering drawings. 

3924. For what purposes ? — For private pur- 
poses. 

3925. Mr. Ayrton.] Non-valuation purposes ? 
— Not for valuation purposes. 

3926. Mr. Stacpoole.] Will you name some of 
the purposes? — Drawing bridges is not valua- 
tion. 

3927. Who were the bridges drawn for ? — For 
Sir Richard Griffith. 

3928. Mr. Ayrton.] He was not building 
bridges on his own account, was he ? — No. 



3929. Were they public bridges? — They were 
not public bridges. 

3930. What were they?-— One bridge that I 
saw was connected with some property of his 
sons. 

3931. You were aware that a plan of a bridge 
was drawn for the private purpose that you men- 
tioned? — Yes, I am aware of it; it has been 
going on for years. Mr. Finneran’s time has been 
nearly altogether employed upon that. 

3932. In drawing bridges ? — In architectural 
and engineering drawings for private purposes. 

3933. The O' Conor Don.] In these cases the 
amounts were charged to different baronies in 
different counties ? — Yes. 

3934. I have here the progress return of Mr. 
Finneran’s time for January 1869 ; was he work- 
ing at the county of Sligo at that time ? — He was 
not. 

3935. Is there such a work as “ colouring sec- 
tions” for counties? — There is no such work; 
“ sections” is a geological term ; it is only applied 
to railways or geology. 

3936. Why do you say that he was not em- 
ployed for Sligo during the time that is men- 
tioned here ? — That progress return came to me 
by accident amongst the surveyors’ progress re- 
turns. I knew that the map that he was de- 
scribing himself as copying was in the country 
with the revisor, so that he could not be copying 
it. I found out that he was drawing plans for 
mud barges during that time. 

3937. Where was he during this work ; in your 
office ? — Not in my office ; but he was charging 
it to my county. 

3938. What office was he in at that time? — 
Mr. McMeikan’s. 

3939. Was that certified to by Mr. McMei- 
kan ? — No, I do not think it was ; I am not 
aware. 

3940. Is there not a department in the office 
for preparing documents connected with the 
Landed Estate Court, and issuing tracings and 
plans to private individuals ? — There is. 

3941. Is any portion of the expense of that 
charged to the counties? — Some part of it; any 
work done in the office for the Landed Estate 
department is charged to the counties. 

3942. If a landed proprietor, or other person, 
wishes to obtain a map or a plan of his estate, 
is it not referred to the officer over the particular 
county ? — Yes, they charge the county in which 
the estate lies. 

3943. The work of getting ready that plan in 
the first instance? — Yes. 

3944. The counties are not repaid anything of 
the expense? — No. 

3945. Could you give any estimate of the ex- 
pense of this department ? — There is a good deal 
of expense not alone in the department itself, 
but in all the different departments. 

3946. In consequence of this? — Yes; because 
in every department almost the entire services of 
one assistant are required in assisting to get up 
these plans and furnishing information. 

3947. And the expense of that assistant is 
charged to the counties ? — To the counties. 

3948. Is there any check upon the expenses 
of this department? — I am afraid not. 

3949. There is no particular check in each 
division on the expense of the officer employed 
at this work ? — -His time is charged to counties, 

say 
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say in my department or in another, but lie is 
continually running backwards and forwards. 
If lie is working at maps and documents belong- 
ing to my county, his time is charged to my 
county. 

3950. At one tune was there not a consider- 
able portion of extra work done outside the office 
by the assistants ? — Yes. 

3951. The first class assistants had the distri- 
bution of that, had they not? — We had. 

3952. Did you hear, as Mr. Duffy told us, 
that all in the office had heard that I had handed 
to Mr. Greene a circular in which fault was 
found with the conduct of certain first class 
assistants in the distribution of that work? — I 
did. 

3953. Do you remember the circular in ques- 
tion?— Yes, I think I do. 

3954. Was that circular only in the hands of 
first class assistants? — Jt was all over the office. 
Eveiy one was so much dissatisfied that the 
assistants felt great delight at the circular, and of 
course they circulated it. 

3955. Are you aware whether it was ever re- 
recalled or admitted to be wrong by Mr. Greene ? 
—It was never admitted to be wrong. 

3956. From whom did that circular come ? — 
From Mr. Greene, or from Sir Richard Griffith ; 
I forget which, it is so long since. 

3957. Did you ever hear of copying work 
being charged for which was never done? — I 
have heard rumours, but I cannot assert it. 

3953. Sir Frederick Heygatc.] You stated 
some time ago with regard to the tenement 
valuation that the tenant told the amount of his 
rent to the valuator ? — To the surveyor. 

3959. Suppose the tenant would not do that ? 
— Then we had to do without it. 

3960. Did they meet with any cases of re- 
fusal?— I am not aware. If the rent was not 
entered in the perambulation book opposite the 
farm, of course it had been refused. 

3961. You had no means of checking whether 
what the tenant told you as to the amount of his 
rent was time or not? — No. If the surveyor 
were careless in getting in those rents, we should 
be without them; but a careful surveyor ful- 
filling his instructions would be sure to get all 
those rents. 

3962. Is it the fact that the tenants generally 
were willing to tell the amount of their rents ? — 
I think it must have been so, because you will 
see the rents in the different rent books in each 



3963. Colonel Fordo."] I do not clearly under- 
stand the nature of the work that you say was 
done for outside purposes. If I get a tracing of 
my property, I pay for it, do I not ? — Yes. 

3964. And that is credited to the Treasury ? 



3965. The man’s time is not charged to the 
county ? — Yes, unless it is given out as piece- 
work in after hours by the chief clerk. 

3966. Is it not invariably done so ? — No ; 
sometimes the work would be done in the divi- 
sional department, sometimes in the landed de- 
partment, and sometimes it would be given out 
after hours by the chief clerk. It could not be 
charged to the counties when it was given out 
after hours. 

3967. Do I distinctly understand you to mean 
that I pay for it, and that the county pays for 

14 057 you pay for itj tlie count y P a I s tlie 



person who does it, and you pay the chief 
clerk. 

3968. Mr. Ayrton] And the chief clerk pays 
the money into the Treasury ? — Yes. 

3969. Colonel Forde. J I think you must be 
wrong iu stating that the county pays for it ? — 
When I am requested to have tracings or copies 
made for private purposes, I set one of my 
assistants to do that, and his time is charged in 
my book to the county in which those copies are 
made. You pay the sum into the chief clerk’s 
box, and it goes to the Treasury. 

3970. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. ] Then there is a 
double price paid for the one work ? — No. 

3971. Mr. Ayrton.] The receipts of the office 
go into the Treasury ? — Yes. 

3972. Colonel Forde.] Are you certain that 
that man’s time is really charged to the county 
in the first instance ? — -I am certain of it. 

3973. Mr. Ayrton.] Have you been much in 
the office ?■ — 1 am always in the office. 

3974. Are the persons who are paid by salary 
kept constantly at work in the office? — In my 
division I try to keep them so. 

3975. Do they do a fair day’s work one day 
with another for their salary ? — They do ; it is 
my duty to see that they do. 

3976. The rest is paid by piecework? — There 
is no piecework now. 

3977. It used to be so ? — It used to be so. 

3978. Then they got paid only for what they 
did ? — They were paid salaries in the day time, 
and in the evening they were allowed task- 
work. 

3979. Then they were only paid for exactly 
what they did ? — After hours. 

3980. The work is such as to keep them at 
work during office hours ? — Yes. 

3981. And, as far as you have observed, is 
that the case in other divisions? — Except the 
work done by what we call ornamental hands, 
that kind of work done for private purposes. 
The general hands do the work of the divisions, 
and have to work hard. 

3982. Whether they are doing what is called 
private work, or valuation work, or special work, 
the office is kept at work, as far as you have 
observed? — Yes. 

3983. Throughout the office hours ? — Yes. 

3984. Then there are not idle, useless people 
there, so far as work is concerned ? — It would 
be very hard to say that, because there are idle 
people in every community, and we have some 
amongst us. 

3985. You have some inferior working men ? 
— Yes. 

3986. Mr. Dollar d-Urquliart.] And others 
who try to shirk their business? — Yes. 

3987. Mr. Ayrton.] As in every office?' — 
Yes. 

3988. Mr. Pollard-Urquhart.] Not more so in 
your office than in others ? — I think the general 
body of our servants are a very hard-working 
set of men. 

3989. Mi 1 . Ayrton.] As a rule, they do a good 
day’s work for their wages ? — Yes. 

3990. Mr. M e Carthy Downing.] You said that 
a Mr. Hope was employed at the Exhibition ? — 
Yes. 

3991. Are you aware that he was paid by that 
department ? — He was paid by the office. 

3992. Was he paid in the Exhibition, by the 
Exhibition Committee, for his services ? — I am 

U not 
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Mr. G- not aware of that ; I do not think so. I think 
Hitchcock, he was merely sent over to take charge of those 
specimens. 

■21 June 3993. Mr. Ayrton.] The department was an 
tS6y. exhibitor? — Yes. 

3994. And Mr. Hope represented the depart- 
ment as an exhibitor ? — Yes. 

3995. Mr. M‘C.arthy Downing.] It says “ Di- 
vision C.” I take it for granted there must be 
some persons sent from your office to manage 
the department in the Exhibition? — He was 
taken from my department, and sent to the 
Exhibition to take charge of those specimens. 

3996. He was not paid by two different bodies ? 
— No. 

3997. Who is the chief in your office? — 
Mr. Greene, at present ; Sir Richard Griffith 
was. 

3998. You said that the chief clerk refused 
the papers that you were summoned to produce ? 
— Yes. 

3999- Who is he ? — Mr. Shaw. 

4000. He told you that lie had received a 
telegram from Mr. Greene not to give any of the 
papers ? — Yes. 

4001. You then showed him the summons of 
the Committee to produce the papers? — Yes; I 
had sent it to him before. 

4002. And he said he would obey the superior 
in the office, and not the summons of the Com- 
mittee ? — Yes. 

4003. I believe you found that the tenantry 
in Ireland were only too anxious to give you the 
amount of their rent, they believing, and the 
fact being so, that they were so much higher 
than the valuation? — Yes, I think the rents have 
been very freely given, but I have no further 
information than what is contained in the rent- 
books. 

4004. Do you not know that your officers 
have often applied to the landlord, and the land- 
lord’s agent, to correct the rents? — Yes. 

4005. Do you know anything of the valuation 
of the city of Dublin? — No; I know there has 
been a valuation going on. 

4006. Are you aware that there were com- 
plaints made with regard to the valuation of a 
portion of Dublin ? — It is not in my department, 
so that I cannot give you any information on the 
subject. 

4007. Have you seen a book that was pub- 
lished under the title of “ Ultramontanism ” ? — 
Yes. 

4008. Are you aware who was the writer of 
it ? — Mr. Irwin. 

4009. How long have you been in the office ? 
—Thirty years. 

4010. Were you ever in the county of Cork? 
— I have only been there a fortnight. 

4011. Are you aware that Mr. Irwin was 
removed from his position in the office at one 
time in consequence of complaints? — I cannot 
answer that distinctly. 

4012. You have heard it? — I have heard it. 

4013. I believe he is now next to Mr. Greene, 
chief in the office ? — No, he is only the same rank 
as myself ; he is my junior. 

4014. I believe he has a brother-in-law also 
in the office ? — Yes. 

4015. What rank does he hold? — He is a 
revisor. 

4016. I believe he has a son too in the office ? 
— He has. 



4017. And a nephew ? — And a nephew. 

4018. Do you know of any other relatives of 
Mr. Irwin in the office ? — No ; I am not aware 
of any. 

4019. Are you aware that there were m-eat 
complaints by other parties who were removed ? 
— Yes; I believe there has been a good deal of 
complaint. 

4020. Mr. Ayrton.'] Are you sure that the 
answer given in Dublin was not that the papers 
would be sent direct to the Committee if you give a 
list of them ? — I furnished the chief clerk iu the 
morning with a list, and I sent him the Com- 
mittee’s order ; he told me to furnish him with a 
copy of the list, and he would supply them. 

4021. He would supply them to the Committee? 
— When I went for them, he said he had <rot 
orders from Mr. Greene not to furnish them to 
me. 

4022. Did he’ not explain that the orders were 
to send them direct to the Committee ? — No ; he 
said they would be sent to Mr. Greene. 

4023. Mr. Hunt.] From whom did you get 
your order? — From Mr. Arthur Kingscote. 

4024. It was directed to you ? — It was directed 
to me. 

4025. The O' Conor Dun.] Which of these 
documents did you bring, and which did you not 
bring? — I have brought Mr. Hope’s progress 
returns, and Mr. Leech’s for one year, and I nave 
brought some of the rent books of Tipperary, 
and the appeals relating to the Galway fishery ; 
nothing else. 

4026. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] What papers 
did you not bring? — Mr. Vantreiglit’s progress 
returns, and Mr. Fineran’s, from 1863 to 1869; 
Mr. Leech’s from 1860 to 1864, and 1868. 

4027. Chairman. Do you know any other case 
in which Mr. Greene interfered to prevent the 
orders of' the Committee being complied with ?— 
No. 

4028. Are you aware that neither the late 
Commissioner, nor the present Commissioner, has 
any knowledge of the valuation of land or houses ! 
— I would not like to answer that question. 

4029. Do you consider that it would give 
satisfaction to the counties and to the public at 
large if a change were made in the present system 
of valuation ? — I think the present system might 
be changed with benefit to the counties. 

4030. Do you think that the duties of die 
office could be discharged at a much smaller 
cost than they are at present? — I think they 
could. 

4031. Have you ever considered whether 
three properly qualified persons, at a much 
smaller salary than the Commissioner now has, 
a salary of 500 1. a year, might not be sufficient 
to regulate the entire business to be done tinder 
the central Board of Valuation ? — I think that, 
considering the political feeling of the country, 
there ought to be two Commissioners, one on 
one side of politics, and one on the other, 
because we control the franchise in a great 
measure. 

4032. Do you not think that three Commis- 
sioners, one to have the management of the 
correspondence, the second to have the rnanage- 
of the payments, and the third, with the assist- 
ance of a superintendent valuator, .at an income 
of 300 /. a year, would suffice to keep .the entire 
office efficient for all purposes required ? — -There 
should be some encouragement given to men to 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON GENEEAL VALUATION, &C. (IRELAND). 155 



spend their days in the service ; if you keep 
down the scale of pay too low it will not en- 
courage the class of men that ought to be in 
charge of the service ; they ought to be men of 
scientific education, men that have a general 
knowledge of everything connected with valua- 
tion. 

4033. In the future working of this depart- 
ment, do you not consider that it would be 
advisable that the office should be open to those 
persons who have already had experience in the 
department, if they are still fit and competent? 
— If I understand your question aright, it is that 
promotion should go by merit. 

4034. Would you see any objection to persons 
being employed who have been in the office, 
and who have retired, if they are still fit ? — I 
think we have parted with some very excellent 
hands, who are far superior to the general run 
of hands that we have. 

4035. You see no objection to the services of 

those persons being again retained ? — I think it 
would be of great benefit to the service if they 
were attached to it. « 

4036. Mr. Chichester Fortescue. ] Is it your 
view that the staff of the Valuation Office has 
not been properly chosen for the work done, or 
that it admits of much improvement? — I thi n k 
that the work might be better managed. 

4037. In what respects ? — In the first place, 
I would not allow the revisors to make any 
alterations in the country books, because they 
receive field allowances while they are out, and 
they do mere clerk’s work in the workhouse, 
which could be done in the office for one-third 
of the sum they receive. 

4038. You think there ought to be more work 
done in the office, and less done in the country? 
—I do not consider that copying and making 
alterations in a workhouse is field work ; I do 
not consider that it is work that a revisor should 
be wasting his time at; if they had not this 
work to do they would be enabled to look over 
more ground, and see a great many changes that 
are left out. If they go to the workhouse they 
have a lot of changes to show, but they get them 
from the collectors. 

4039. They are in communication with the 
clerks of the union ? — They are in communica- 
tion with the clerks of the union and the collec- 
tors of rates. 

4040. Is it not useful to them to be associated 
with the clerks of the unions ? — It is very use- 
ful for the collectors to point out to them the 
different electoral divisions where such a farm has 
been divided, where such a man has changed, 
where such a house is down, and where such a 
house has been built 

4041. Do you mean that they carry that too 
lar and spend much of their time about it ? — I 
Bay that? after they have filled up their own 
books and made them perfect, correcting the 
union clerks’ books in the workhouse, is a mere 
<&<*! operation that could be done for one 
third <>f the money in the Dublin office ; 1 have 
mentioned that we corrected the clerks’ books, 
and we gave them a fair set once every three or 
tour years. 

t tk ^ re tkose books supposed to be sent up 
o the office to be corrected, or are they corrected 
on the spot? — They correct them on the spot, 

o 57 they send them t0 us t0 check them ; 



that has been done lately. Previously the rule 
was to correct them in the union workhouse. 

4043. There would seem at first sight to be a 
convenience in that, but you say that it is an ex- 
pensive proceeding ? — It is, ami erroneous. 

4044. Because the revisors’ time costs more 
when he is in the country than when he is at 
head-quarters ? — Yes, and the clerk can do that 
work better than he can; he can make the 
changes more neatly in the books than the revisor 
is generally able to do. 

4045. Mr. M e Carthy Downing.'] You consider 
that the position of the superior in the office is a 
very important one ? — I do. 

4046. He has a complete dominion and control 
over the several officers under him ? — Yes, sub- 
ject to the Treasury. 

4047. I think I understood you to say that a 
great many valuable hands, as you considered 
them, were removed ? — Y es. 

4048. And you added that you thought it 
would be a valuable addition to the office if those 
men were brought back ? — I do. 

4049. Are you aware that there were very 
strong and general complaints of the mode in 
which the numbers of the office were reduced in 
dismissing those men that you spoke of?— I 
am. 

4050. You are aware that if those who are 
employed by the head of the office wish so to 
act, they might influence very largely the fran- 
chise, especially of boroughs? — Yes, and that is- 
the reas-m why I give it as my opinion that there 
ought to be two Commissioners. 

4051. Are you aware that complaints have 
been repeatedi)' made upon that point? — Yes, 
repeatedly. 

4052. Are you aware that particular valuations 
have been reduced, and particular valuations 
raised to deprive one party of a vote and to give 
it to another? — I have heard that; Major Knox 
complained of that being done at Sligo. 

4053. Mr. Ayrton.] Were those complaints in 
writing? — He complained to the office. He came 
to me, and spoke to me about some revisors inter- 
fering with the registry, and I took him to the 
chief clerk. 

4054. Are the other complaints to which you 
referred in writing ? — I have heard of complaints; 
the one I have mentioned came direct to mv- 
self. 

4055. You have not heard any complaints made 
except one ? — Except that one. 

4056. The O’ Conor Don.] Have you heard 
that complaints were made in writing with regard 
to Dublin, by Mi-. Reynolds? — Yes; I heard 
that complaints were made from the borough 
of Bandon against Mr. Irwin, and the docu- 
ments are in the hands of Mr. Grreene at this 
moment. 

4057. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] Have you any 
knowledge of the truth of those complaints ? — 
I have reason to believe that there was some good 
cause for them. 

4058. Can you give us your reasons? — I can 
give this as a reason; Mr. Hurford, of Bandon, sent 
to the Conservative agent a letter of introduc- 
tion to Mr. Perrin, who was examined before 
the Committee the other day, with a view of in- 
fluencing him in his changes in the registry of 
the town of Bandon. 

4059. You are aware of that?— I am aware of 
that Mr. Perrin told me so ; he told me that 

u2 Mr. 
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Mr. Hurford gave the Conservative agent in 
Bandon a letter of introduction to him (Mr. 
Perrin), he being the revisor of that year, with 
a view to influence Mr. Perrin’s decision in the 
valuation. 

4060. Who is Mr. Hurford? — A brother-in- 
law of Mr. Irwin. 

4061. Was he at- Bandon? — He was a re visor 
at Bandon, some time before that. 

4062. Colonel Forde.~\ Do you know how he 
received that proposition ? — With indignation. 

4063. Mr. Hunt.'] Is this a complaint against 
the office, or against a person who tried impro- 
perly to influence the office? — Not against the 
office, because I believe that we endeavour in 
every way we can to protect the public. 

4064. Then it amounts to this, that some per- 
son wrote an improper letter to an officer em- 
ployed in the department, and that he was very 
indignant at receiving such a letter ? — Yes. 

4065. Mr. Ayrton.] Are you aware that Major 
ICnox wanted to get some valuations altered or 
made on political grounds, and that the office re- 
fused to do it? — I have been asked if I knew of 
a complaint being made ; as to the truth of the 
complaint, I know nothing. At that time I had 
not charge of the county of Sligo, which I have 
now, so I am not able to offer an opinion. 

4066. The O' Conor Dow.] Is Mr. Hurford 
one of the assistants in the office ? — He is a re- 
visor. 

4067. He is in the office now ? — I believe he 
is. 

4068. Is he a brother-in-law of Mr. Irwin ? — 
Yes. 

4069. An officer in the Yaluation department ? 
— Yes. 

4070. Mr. Hunt.] Who got this letter ? — Mr. 
Perrin has stated in the presence of several per- 
sons that M r. Hurford had the impudence to give 
the election agent a letter of introduction to him. 
I would not mention the circumstance, only I had 
been asked if I had heard of it, and I could not 
say “ No,” when I had heard of it. 

4071. Mr. Hunt.] Mr. Hurford and Mr Per- 
rin are both revisors ? — Yes. 

4072. You do not know what the contents of 
the letter were ? — No. 

4073. Do you know where the letter is ? — No, 
I do not. 

4074. Did not Mr. Perrin complain about it? 
— He complained to me and to others about 
Mr. Hurford’s impudence in interfering with his 
duties. 

4075. Mr. Perrin is notin your department ? 
— No, he is not. 

4076. Do you know whether he represented 
Mr. Scott, the head of his department? — I am 
not aware of it; it was years ago. 

4077. Mr. Ayrton.] How many years ago ? — I 
cannot tell, I suppose three or four years ago. 

4078. Mr. Hurford and Mr. Perrin are both in 
the same division, are they not ? — I cannot say ; 
I can only answer for my own department. 

4079. The O'Conor Don.] Was not this with 
respect to the county of Cork ? — Bandou is in 
the county of Cork. 

4080. Mr. Hunt.] Look at this return ( [hand - 
ing the same to the Witness) and see if Mr. Hur- 
ford is not named as one of the revisors in M r. 
Scott’s department ? — Yes, they are both in the 
same department. 



4081. Mr. Scott is at the head of it? — Yes, 
but Cork is not in his department ; he never had 
charge of the county of Cork. 

4082. Was Mr. Perrin revising Cork? — He 
was revising the town of Bandon in Cork. 

4083. How is it that he is put down in Mr. 
Scott’s department or division? — A revisor is 
sometimes removed fi-oin one district to another. 

4084. At the time Mr. Perrin received this 
letter, do you know who was his immediate 
superior ?— Mr. Hurford’s brother-in-law, Mr. 
Irwin. 

4085. Did he complain to Mr. Irwin? — I do 
not suppose he did ; I do not think he did 

4086. Do you know whether he complained to 
the supei-intendent ? — I cannot tell. 

4087. The O' Conor Don.] Is Mr. Hurford a 
reporter for the Press ? — Yes, for the “ Ex- 
pi’ess.” 

4088. And for various spoiling paper's in Ire- 
land? — I think so. 

4089. Mr. Hunt.] You think that there should 
be two heads of the department ? — I do. 

4090. You said one on each side of politics ; 
what have politics to do with valuation ? — The 
franchise is regulated by our office. 

4091. Do you not think it is the duty of the 
head of the department to be perfectly impartial 
as between the two political parties ? — He ought 
to be ; I think there should be two, as in the 
case of the police in Dublin ; there is one com- 
missioner on one side, one on the other. 

4092. Tf you had one on one side and one on 
the other, would not each consider it his duty to 
support his own side ? — No, one "would be a check 
to the other. 

4093. Mr. Chichester Fortes cue.] When you 
say politics, do you not mean religion? — No, 
there are some Conservative Catholics and some 
Liberal Protestants. 

4094. In the instance you give, that of the 
Dublin metropolitan police, one of the two head 
commissioners is a Homan Catholic and the other 
a Protestant? — Yes. 

4095. Mr. McCarthy Downvig.] Was Mr. 
Hurford residing at Bandon at the time of the 
boi'ough ? — No, he was in some other place. 

4096. Had he been in Bandon? — He had 
been. 

4097. Previously? — Yes. 

4098. Is Mi-. Irwin the pei'son against whom 
the charge was made, that you heard of, for 
altering certain valuations in the borough of 
Bandon Bridge ? — That is the same Mr. Irwin. 

4099. And that same Mr. Irwin has been ad- 
vanced from the position he then held ? — I think 
the position he held then is the same as that 
which he holds now. 

4100. He was revising at Bandon? — He had 
a staff with him. 

4101. Mr. Hurford is still in the office?— 
Yes. 

4102. Is he in the same department as his 
brother-in-law, Mr. Irwin ? — I cannot answer 
that. I cannot answer for anyone when he 
leaves my department. I think he is in the 
north witli Mr. Scott. 

4103. Is Mr. Perrin in town ? — He is in 
Dublin. 

4104. Sir Frederick Hey gate.] Do you say 
that much discontent exist amongst the employes 
in the Yaluation Office ? — There has been a good 

deal 
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deal of discontent; but the Treasury made a 
classification, about four years ago, which gave 
iireat satisfaction. The Treasury behaved in a 
very generous manner, as many of us con- 
sidered, but there were several parties who were 
not satisfied. 

4105. Are you dissatisfied ? — Not at all. I 
have every reason to be satisfied. 

4106. There have, I believe, been consider- 
able reductions in the office ? — Not since the 
classification. 

4107. Before that? — Years ago, reductions 
were periodically made that- tended rather to 
hinder the work. 

4108. Has not the business of the office been 
very much reduced of late years ? — Of late 
years it has; since the primary work was all 
finished. 

4109. Would it not be natural that there 
should be reductions in the office? — So there 
were. We now only number 99, and we used 
to have between 200 and 300. 

4110. Do I understand you to say, that dis- 
satisfaction is not general in the office ? — There 
is more dissatisfaction at present than existed at 
the time the classification came out. 

4111. Why? — Because there have been pro- 
motions made which the general body of as- 
sistants felt injured by. 

4112. Do you allege that those promotions 
were unfair ? — I merely state, in answer to the 
question, that the great body of assistants are 
dissatisfied with those promotions. 

4113. Chairman.'] Do you think that any 
system can work honestly and fairly where there 
is an arbitrary power vested in an individual to 
dismiss all the employes at his will and pleasure ? 
— I do not think it can. 

4114. The O' Conor Don.] You state that the 
number of hands in the office is now very much 
less than it used to be ? — Yes. 

4115. Are there as many superintendents now 
as formerly ? — Yes. 

4116. So that the superintendent part of the 
establishment is kept up on the same scale as 
formerly ? — With the single exception, that Mr. 
M'Cormick had charge of three counties, and 
they have been returned to the original superin- 
tendents. Three counties were given to Mr. 
M'Cormick to make a division for him; Clare 
(of which I had charge), Tipperary, and another 
county. 

4117. When were they given to him ? — In the 
year 1864. 

4118. How many years after the last classifi- 
cation was established ? — About four years after 
the. classification of the year 1860, but just pre- 
ceding the late classification. They must have 
been given to him, I think, principally with a 
view of qualifying him for the position of super- 
intendent, to be put in the first class. 

. 4119. The work had not increased at that 
hme?— No. 

4120. Although there had been no increase in 
the work, there was an increase in the number of 
superintendents ; is that what you state ? — Yes. 
previously to the county of Clare being taken 
from me, Mr. Greene asked me if I would take 
anoth er county in addition to my own. Instead 
° -li took the county of Clare from me. 

4121. The superintendents who had these 
tbat were given away to form a new 



division, were quite capable of overlooking the 
work of those counties ? — They were. 

4122. They had not a superabundance of work 
on hand? — No. 

4123. So that the departments have been in- 
creased since the office was first divided into 
these departments? — Since the year I860. 

4124. Sir Frederick Heygale.] Were not the 
same complaints made against the Poor Law 
Commissioners at the time when the staff of the 
Poor Law Board was reduced, some years a°-o? 
— The assistants in the Poor Law Office have 
the protection of several Commissioners. 

4125.. Did you never hear that when the in- 
feriors in the office were being generally dis- 
charged the same complaints were made against 
the Poor Law Commissioners that you now 
allege are made against the Commissioners of the 
Valuation Office? — I scarcely allege anything 
against the Commissioners in that way. I 
merely state that I consider many hands have 
been dispensed with whom it would have been 
a great benefit to the service to have retained, 
and that inferior hands have been retained that 
might well have been dispensed with. 

4126. Supposing the superior officers had been 
discharged, would they have found it easy to 
have obtained employment again in Ireland ? — 
I think some of them would.' 

.4127. Chairman.] Were you ever connected 
with the Poor Law Office ? — No. 

4128. Then you know nothing about it? — 
No. 

4129. The O' Conor Don. 1 T understand you 
think it would be a protection to the officers in 
the establishment if there were two Commis- 
sioners instead of one ? — Yes. 

4130. They would have more confidence ? — 
Yes. 

4131. Mr. Ayrton.] Do I understand you to 
say that since the last Treasury classification the 
establishment has been increased? — Three or 
four months prior to that those counties were 
taken from the different superintendents and 
given to Mr. M'Cormick. That was while this 
classification was under consideration. 

4132. Since the last Treasury classification, 
has there been any increase or diminution of the 
establishment? — During the last five or six 
months those three counties have been handed 
back to the original superintendents, and the 
gentleman who was in charge of the counties is 
now altogether in the Landed Estates Depart- 
ment. 

4133. I ask you whether, since the last 
Treasury classification, the establishment has 
been increased or diminished ? — It has not been 
increased. 

. 413.4. It has been diminished ? — It has been 
diminished. 

4135. Mr. M‘ Car thy Doioning.] I believe the 
complaint to which you have referred was not 
that a number of persons were removed because 
the exigencies of the office and the amount of 
business required it ; tbat was not the cause of 
complaint ? — No. 

4136. The cause of complaint was that certain 
persons felt that they were removed, while others 
who were not their equals were retained ; that 
was one cause ? — Yes. 

4137. Mr. Greene came up in 1850 as chief? 
— Yes, as superintendent. 

4138. Are you aware that at the time a reduc- 

u 3 tion 
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Mr. G. tion in the office was made the proportion of 
Hitchcock. Roman Catholics to Protestants employed in the 
- — office was as two to one ? — I have heard it so 

21 June stated. 

1863. 4139. I believe the complaint is, that in the 

removals the numbers have now been so altered 
so that there are two Protestants to one Roman 
Catholic ?— Yes. 

4140. That has given very great dissatisfac- 
tion ? — Yes. 

4141. Mr. Hunt.'] What was the period of the 
alteration? — The classification came out in Oc- 
tober 1864. 

4142. Do you say that in 1864 there were two 
Roman Catholics to one Protestant ? — I only say 
what I have heard ; I have never taken the 
trouble to count them up. 

4143. Were there persons whose services were 
discontinued in 1864 ? — There were a great many 
persons superannuated on pensions, and we had 
a number of young men, I think, through college 
influence, who were all Protestants, and that 
turned the numbers. 

4144. Were the persons whose services were 
discontinued in 1864, and immediately before 
1864, in the lower ranks of the office ? — There 
were some in the lower ranks. 

4145. Were they principally in the lower 
ranks? — No; there were some valuators. 

4146. Do you know what was the proportion 
of those in the lower to those in the higher 
ranks ? — I think there were more in the higher 
than in the lower, but I cannot give a decided 
opinion. 

4147. Do you mean to tell the Committee that 
persons were removed, or pensioned off, because 
they were Roman Catholics ? — No ; and I do not 
believe it. 

4148. Or that persons were promoted and 
brought into the office because they were Pro- 
testants ? — They were people, perhaps, who did 
not pull with the authorities. 

4149. Do you say there were persons brought 
into the office on account of their religion ? — No, 
I do not believe it; but it singularly happens 
that Sir Richard Griffith’s private secretary, who 
has exercised a good deal of influence in the pro- 
motions and appointments, is of a certain tone 
of feeling that influences those appointments. 

4150. You are a Roman Catholic, I suppose? 
— No, I am not. 

4151. You are a Protestant? — I am. 

4152. Do you consider that you have been 
unduly favoured in the office by reason of your 
being a Protestant? — No; because I was first 
appointed as superintendent by a Roman Catholic, 
Mr. Kelly; I owe my promotion, 19 years ago, to 
his appreciation of my services. 

4153. You have not been unduly favoured? — 
No 

4154. Do you know anyone in the office who 
has been prejudiced by reason of his being a 
Roman Catholic ? — I could scarcely say that. 

4155. Mr. AJ‘ Carthy Downing.] Are you 
aware that there is an Orange society connected 
with this establishment? — I am not aware that 
there is ; there are Orangemen in it, of course. 

4156. Mr. Ayrton.] Are the appointments now 
under the competitive system ? — They are under 
the competitive system with nominations. 

4157. They have been for some time under 
the competitive system ? — Yes. 



4158. How many persons are nominated to 
each vacancy? — Three. 

4159. The O'Conor Don.] Who has the nomi- 
nating of these persons? — Sir Richard Griffith 
had ; Mr. Greene has now. 

4160. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] You say that 
the reductions in the department have been very 
great, and that you have not now more than one- 
naif of the original number of hands? — Yes. 

4161. Is it not the case that a very large pro- 
portion of the reductions were in the lower ranks 
of the service ? — A great number ; perhaps I am 
confounding the reductions which have been 
made since 1860 with the reductions that were 
made from time to time, from 1850 to 1860, be- 
fore we came under the Treasury. 

4162. I am speaking of the great reduction 
which you described when you said that the 
whole staff, which formerly numbered nearly 300, 
consists now of less than 100 ? — Yes. 

4163. I presume that necessarily the main part 
of the reduction was in the lower branches of the 
service ? — Precisely. 

4164. Previous to that reduction, was there 
any difference in the proportion between the 
Roman Catholics and Protestants in the higher 
and in the lower ranks of the service respec- 
tively ? — Mr. Kelly appointed the first four 
superintendents, and he selected three Pro- 
testants, and only one Catholic. 

4165. Though he was a Catholic himself? — 
Yes. 

4166. Were there not a majority of Roman 
Catholics in the humbler classes of the service ? 
— Yes. 

4167. Before the reductions? — Yes. 

4168. Therefore the reductions affected the 
Roman Catholic part of the establishment more 
than they did the Protestant part? — Yes. 

4169. Mr. M' Carthy Downing.] The same 
applied to the superior ranks, though not in the 
same degree ? — Yes. 

4170. Did you not say that the places had 
been filled up almost exclusively by Protestants ? 
— I do not wish to convey that altogether. 

4171. Not exclusively, but' the great ma- 
jority ? — According to the present classification 
there are more Protestants in the first and 
second classes than Roman Catholics. 

4172. Can you give me the name of one 
Roman Catholic who has been employed within 
the last three years ? — Yes, Mr. Freeman. 

4173. Is he the only one? — The only one 
that I know who has been received into the 
office since 1860. 

4174. Mr. Hunt..] Is he the only Catholic 
who has been nominated to compete ? — I do not 
know that. 

4175. Will you undertake to say that of the 
gentlemen who have been nominated to compete 
some have not been Roman Catholics ? — He is 
the only Roman Catholic who has got into the 
office. 

4176. Have the nominations been confined to 
Protestants, with the exception of the gentleman 
you have named ? — I cannot tell that ; it is only 
the Commissioner of Valuation who can answer 
that question. 

4177. Colonel Forde.] How many vacancies 
have there been in the office during the last 
three years, in which candidates could compete? 
- Speaking from memory, I should say 10 or 
12, perhaps 14. 

4178. Mr.' 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON GENEEAL 

4178. Mr. A;/rton.] Do you know that, as a 
matter of fact, Mr. Greene has never nominated 
any person, that there has been no nomination 
since his appointment as Chief Commissioner ? — 

I do not think there has been any ; I think Mr. 
Greene has had very little influence in the 
nominations. 

4179. They were all made by Sir Richard 
Griffith ? — They were all in Sir Richard Griffith’s 
hands. 

4180. And since he has quitted the office 
there has been no nomination ? — None. 

4181. Chairman.'] Are there any nominations 
to compete? — There were, but not since last 
October. 

4182. Were there any nominations to compete 
when Sir Richard Griffith was at the head of 
the office? — There were 12 or 14. 

4183. Mr. Hunt.] By whom was the examina- 
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tion conducted ? — It was conducted at the 
Castle. 

4184. By the Civil Service Board ? — By the 
Civil Service Board. 

4185. Was it uniformly the case that the per- 
son who answered best was appointed ? — I should 
imagine so. 

4186. Chairman.] The giving of the appoint- 
ment vested solely with Sir Richard Griffith 
Yes. 

4187. The nominations were all his? — He 
nominated three for each vacancy, and I suppose 
the best man won. 

4188. Did he not admit that there was no in- 
quiry or investigation beyond what might be 
prompted by his own curiosity as to the merits 
of the individual ? — I cannot enter into that, I 
only know that Sir Richard Griffith nominated 
three for each vacancy. 
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Thursday, 24 tli June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Colonel French. 

Mr. Herbert. 



Sir Frederick Heygate. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH* in the Chair. 



Mr. J. Townshend Trench, called in ; and Examined. 



M r . 4189. Chairman.'] Where do you reside? — 
J.T. Trench. In the county of Kerry. 

4190. I believe you arc an agent of extensive 
24 .1 un e properties ? — Y es. 

1869. 4191. What properties? — I am agent for pro- 

perty belonging to the Marquis of Lansdowne. 

4192. Where ? — In the county of Kerry. 

4193. Have you any knowledge of Queen’s 
County ? — Yes. 

4194. Any other counties ? — Yes, I know 
something of Tipperary and Monaghan. 

4195. Have you turned your attention to the 
tenement and the townland valuation of Ireland? 
—Yes. 

4196. Mr. Herbert.] You are acquainted with 
the value of land in Ireland? — Yes ; I may men- 
tion that I am chairman of the Board of Guar- 
dians in Kenmare. 

4197. Do you think Griffith’s Valuation fairly 
represents the letting value of land in those 
counties with which you are acquainted? — No, I 
do not think it does ; I think for two reasons that 
it does not. First of all, in the county of Kerry 
it is too low ; in fact in all the counties I have 
named it is below the 1 etting value. In the second 
place, there is a feature in the valuation calculated 
to mislead the people, •which is this ; the valua- 
tion is made upon the supposition that the tenant 
pays the entire taxes. Now the fact is that the 
landlord pays the entire poor rate where the valua- 
tion is under 4 l, and he pays half the poor rate 
where the valuation is over 4 I . : with regard to 
the county cess, in all probability he will very 
soon have to pay the half of that. The fact that 
the landlord has to pay this proportion of the 
taxes is not generally borne in mind when people 
talk of Griffith’s Valuation. Therefore, besides 
its being actually too low, it is calculated to mis- 
lead people who do not bear that in mind. 

4198. Do you think it desirable that the land- 
lord should pay half the county cess ?—I think it 
would be a sounder principle of taxation. I do 
not believe. that it would be of any direct financial 
advantage either to the landlord or the tenant, 
because I suppose most landlords would arrange 
their rents accordingly if half the county cess 
were imposed upon them. At the same time 
where landlord and tenant have a share in the 
imposition of the taxation, I think it would be 
right that they should bear a share of the burden. 



4199. Do you not think that many of the 
mountain lauds, particularly of Kerry, and in 
parts of Cork, are very highly valued ? — No, I 
think they are very lowly valued. I think that 
the letting value of the mountainous parts of 
Kerry is very often from 30 to 50 per cent, above 
Griffith. 

4200. Does that refer to other lands in Kerry 
as well? — I think that good lands in Kerry 
would let at 30 per cent, over Griffith ; the more 
mountainous districts 50 per cent, and in some 
places more. 

4201. Could you name some of those places? 
— I think it is only in the cases of individual 
farms that the letting value would be over 50 per 
cent. 

4202. In no particular district; you could not 
name a district ? — I could nob 

4203. Does the same thing exist in the county 
of Monaghan ? — Yes, but to a less extent. For 
instance, in the County of Monaghan the general 
letting value is about 10 or 15 per cent, over 
Griffith ; in Queen’s County perhaps 20 percent, 
oyer Griffith. I am not sufficiently acquainted 
with Tipperary to say what the general valua- 
tion is. 

4204. Do you think the valuation is on a 
fairer or more equal basis in the north than it is 
in the south, as far as you know ? — I think that 
whether in the north or in the south the basis is 
a good one, because it is a good relative valua- 
tion ; but the whole of Kerry is valued lower 
than the whole of Monaghan. The valuation 
relatively with respect to the different farms is 
very good. 

_ 4205. "W hat is your opinion as to a new valua- 
tion ?— I think it would be very useful, because 
a public valuation I look upon as of the greatest 
value. In the first place! do not believe that 
any country in Europe possesses so magnificent 
a work as the Ordnance survey and valuation of 
Ireland. I do not believe that France has such 
maps or such a valuation ; I do not believe that 
England has such maps or such a valuation ; I 
do not believe that Germany, or any country in 
Europe, is possessed of such a thing. I look 
upon it as very useful for the purposes of taxation, 
the franchise, letting, income-tax, surveys, con- 
fidence in the Government, and the establishment 
of a good feeling between the landlord and the 
tenant 
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tenant, and also a clear -understanding between 
them. I believe it would be excessively useful 
that there should be a re- valuation every quarter 
of a century ; the improvements made within the 
last seven years of each of those periods not to 
be valued. That would establish a convenient 
basis upon which arrangements could be made 
between landlords and tenants. 

4206. Do you not think that the counties ought 
to have some power and some supervision over 
the valuation ? — I think they ought to have the 

ower of scrutiny and the power of appeal ; but 
do not think they ought to have any share 
whatever in the execution of the valuation, be- 
cause, if they had, they probably would not 
consider the relative aspect of the valuation as 
between county and county, which it is very im- 
portant should be borne in mind, and for which 
urpose I think a national valuation office would 
e important. 

4207. Do you think that tenant right should 
influence the valuation? — No; because tenant- 
right appears to be the tenant’s claim to the 
share which he has acquired in the property of 
the soil. That claim probably was originally 
acquired through improvements that were made 
by the tenant, or else purchased by the tenant 
from some other tenant who made them ; no lease 
having been given at the time that the improve- 
ments were made, which would have guaranteed 
to the tenant the benefit of those improvements, 
his claim continues to live. But a private ar- 
rangement of the sort between landlord and 
tenant has nothing to do with a public valuation. 
I take it, a public valuation ought to be entirely 
independent of the private arrangements between 
landlords and tenants, because, if such an ele- 
ment as that were introduced, it would render 
the valuation useless for other purposes, such as 
income tax, franchise, and so forth. 

4208. Do lands generally let higher or lower 
where tenant-right exists ? — Generally in Ireland 
they let rather higher ; that seems an unreason- 
able thing, but I think it may be accounted for 
in this way. Tenant-right appears to give the 
tenants two advantages, as they consider ; first of 
all, it gives them additional credit with shop- 
keepers in the locality ; and, in the second place, 
it affords them a reserve fund to fall back upon 
in case they become bankrupt. 

4209. Have you much tenant-right in the 
estates you look after in Kerry ? — On some 
estates there is tenant-right. On Lord Lans- 
downe’s estate tenant-right exists, but not to the 
extent that it exists in the north of Ireland. 
There is considerable tenant-right, and it is gene- 
rally acknowledged. I may mention that when- 
ever a farm falls vacant on the estate, if permission 
is given to the outgoing tenant to sell his interest, 
tenants in abundance are found ready to give 
four or five years’ rent to the outgoing tenant, 
and also to pay the landlord a rent increased by 
from 20 to 30 per cent. 

4210. I believe that is the case with a great 
many estates in Kerry? — I cannot speak accu- 
rately as to other estates in Kerry. 

4211. "Would the taxation be increased by 
reason of the valuation ? — Certainly not; because 
a certain sum is required for the support of the 
poor and for the support of the county, and of 
course, if there be a larger valuation a smaller 
rate will produce the required sum. 

4212. In fact, the only taxation that would 
be mcreased would be the income-tax? — The 

0.57. 



landlord would have to pay a little more income- 
tax. 

4213. Have you any experience of the valua- 
tion staff? — Yes; I have had different dealings 
with Mr. Greene in getting from him copies of 
the Ordnance survey and valuations, and I may 
say that I have never met a public officer more 
courteous and reasonable in supplying all the in- 
formation he could, and in getting work done 
upon reasonable terms. With regard to the re- 
visor in Kerry (I think his name was Mr. Ryan) , 
I have had various conversations with him, and I 
think him an extremely clever and extremely 
independent man, and admirably qualified for his 
duty. 

4214. Do you think that the grand juries 
should control the valuation ? — No ; I think they 
should not control it beyond having the power of 
appeal. 

42 15. Do you think that the board of guardians 
ought to have a veto in the valuation of then- 
particular district ; do you think it would be an 
advantage ? — It might be ; but I am not aware 
of any point in which it would be. 

4216. Mr. Ayrton.] They have a control to 
the extent of suggesting to the central board 
any changes that have taken place in the pro- 
perty, in order that they may be examined ? — 
Yes ; for the purposes of revision. 

4217. I suppose that is the utmost control or 
interference that they could well exercise in the 
valuation, calling attention to alterations ? — I can 
conceive a case in which it would be desirable 
that they should have more power than that ; for 
instance, supposing that there was some particu- 
lar locality or farm that was not sufficiently 
highly valued, the rates of the union would suffer 
in consequence ; whereas the tenant would have 
a right of appeal if too high; I think it would be 
just that the board of guardians should have the 
right of appeal against the tenant, if the valua- 
tion was too low. 

4218. They have the right at present, have 
they not ? — Y es. 

4219. Can you suggest any more economical 
method of conducting the valuation than that 
which is now in practice with regard to the revi- 
sion ? — I cannot ; and the reason I cannot is on 
account of the gx-eat difficulties that stand in the 
way of getting an impai-tial valuation. It is so 
difficult to get a pex-son of the class of life of a 
valuator that one can be quite certain will be 
competent in vai-ious ways. 

4220. Chairman.'] You stated that the valua- 
tion was useful for a number of purposes, as the 
foundation of general taxation, income-tax and 
grand jury cess ; and you also stated that you 
thought it of service in bringing about a better 
understanding between landlord and tenant ; I 
suppose all that would depend upon the fact of 
the valuation being a correct one ? — Certainly. 

4221. Instead of being of service in those cases, 
the valuation would aggravate the evils com- 
plained of, if it was not correct ? — To a certain 
extent it would, but I think in Kerry all parties, 
to a great degree, recognise and acknowledge the 
fact, that the valuation generally is a good deal 
below the letting value. 

4222. You state that the landlords pay all the 
rates in holdings under 4 Z. ? — Yes. 

4223. Is that exactly correct ? — That, of course, 
would only apply to cases where the valuation 
was less than tn| rent. 

4224. Are you aware that by an Act of Par- 

21 liament 
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Mr. liament passed some years after the poor-rate was 
J. T. Trench . originally introduced, there was a power vested 

in the landlords and tenants to agree that the 

24 June payment of the rates should be, as it is in England 
l8tj 9- and other countries, entirely by the tenant? — 
Yes, but that is an Act of Parliament that I have 
never known persons avail themselves of, except 
in one particular case, and in that case it was 
found so offensive to the tenants that the gentle- 
man who introduced it w r as obliged afterward to 
abandon it. 

4225. You only speak of your own knowledge 
as to the effect on some particular locality with 
which you are connected ? — Yes. 

4226. You are not aware that it is in various 
places extensively acted upon ? — I am not aware 
that it is extensively acted upon. 

4227. Do you consider it any advantage to the 
tenant, looking at the question at large, that the 
landlord should pay one half of the rate ? — I con- 
sider it of enormous advantage ; I do not think it 
is any financial advantage, but I think it is of 
great advantage for the establishment of a good 
feeling between the landlord and the tenant, and 
it is also very important that the landlords should 
have to pay half the poor rate, because, if they 
do not, probably they and their agents will not 
attend the board of guardians, and, consequently, 
there will not be that interchange of communica- 
tion between the rural guardians and the landlords, 
which I believe to be the greatest advantage, and 
which takes place generally, in the case of most 
boards of guardians, once a week. 

4228. Has the landlord, in case he is not an 
occupier, any power, by giving employment or 
otherwise, to diminish the amount of the poor 
rates ? — Yes. 

4229. How? — The more employment he gives 
the better, with regard to the rates. 

4230. If he is not an occupier he can give no 
employment ? — He might improve his estate. 

4231. Mr. Ayrton] That would involve occu- 
pation, would it not ? — In one way. 

4232. . Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing.] He may im- 
prove his estate, and not be an occupier? — He 
need not necessarily be an occupier. For instance, 
he might drain farms which he had let to his 
tenants, and .charge them a reasonable per-centage. 
He could give employment in that way, and in 
roads, and various things of that sort. 

4233. Chairman.] You alluded to the payment 
of the rates by the landlord where the valuation 
was under 4 /. ; do you think that that places the 
tenants in the rank of paupers ? — No, I take it 
that a pauper is a man who has not the means of 
living. Many a man whose valuation is less than 
4?. has the means of living, although it may be a 
wretched living. 

4234. Why are they excused, if under 4/., 
when the grand jury cess is paid by all ? — I think 
it is. objectionable ; I do not see any good reason 
for it ; it looks like charity, but I do not think it 
is real charity. 

4235. Have you heard of any complaints made 
as to the enormous expense of those surveys that 
go by the name of townland and tenement 
valuations ? — No. 

4236. You have never heard any complaint ? — 
No. 

4237. Do you know the amount that those 
valuations cost Ireland ? — I have not been 
employed upon them, and if I were to speak I 
should only speak from what I ha#e read. 

4238. You are not able to say what value 



has been got for this large expenditure of money 
by the counties ? — I have not compared the cost 
with the value given, but the value given is 
enormous, whatever the cost may be. 

4239. You never heard any complaint as to 
the 23,500 Z. being expended on the tenement 
valuation ? — N 0. 

. 4240. Are you aware that the tenement valua- 
tion was but a revision of the townland valuation? 
— I understood it to be a great deal more than 
the revision. 

4241. You do not know of your own know- 
ledge ?— -I think on the face of it it must be more 
because in the tenement valuation every field is 
shown, and the townland valuation only shows 
the boundaries of the townlands. 

.4242. The other only shows the boundaries 
within the original boundaries of the townlands? 
— Yes, of course, the townland valuation was of 
great use in making the tenement valuation. 

4243. Are you aware that the valuation is paid 
for exclusively by the counties ? — No. 

4244. Are you aware that the revisions are 
paid half by the Consolidated Fund, and half by 
the counties? — Yes, I am aware of that. 

4245. Mr. M l Carthy Downing.'] If I under- 
stand you, you approve very much of the rate 
being divided between landlord and tenant?— 
Yes, the poor rate. 

4246. You said you thought it objectionable to 
exempt tenements under 4 L ? — Yes. 

4247. Are you aware that two Reports of 
Committees of this House recommended that the 
rate should be paid by the landlord ? — No. 

4248. Are you awax-e what the amount of rating 
upon a 4 l. or a 2 l. tenement would be. Do you 
know that it is sometimes as small a sum as H d. 
or 2 £ d. under the county cess ? — It might be as 
small as that. 

. 4249. Do you not know ? — It depends on tbe 
size of the tenement. 

4250. Supposing the rate to be 8 d. for tbe 
half-year, and the valuation of the house to be 
2 Z., how much would that be ? — Of course, that 
would be very small. 

4251. Are you aware, or have you heal'd that 
distresses have been frequently made upon un- 
fortunate wretched people holding small tene- 
ments, for so small a sum as 5 d. ? — I never heard 
of such a case ; it might occur, but it would be 
an exception. Anyone having a tenement and 
owing 5 d. would, of course, pay it. 

4252. Do you know that it has been recom- 
mended by two Committees of this House, that 
houses under 4 Z. for county pui’poses should be 
exempt, and the rates paid by the landlord? — 
No. 

4253. You are aware, of course, that the county 
cess is at present paid altogether by the tenant? 
— Yes. 

4254. Would you approve of the county cess 
being divided between the landlord and the 
tenant as the poor rate is ? — Yes. With regard 
to the 4 Z. valuation, I adhere to my opinion, that 
all tenants and landlords should go half and half. 

4255. Do you attend the presentment sessions? 
— I do. 

4256. You are aware that certain persons are 
appointed as cesspayers to attend? — Yes. 

4257. Are you also aware that the county cess 
has risen almost year after year, until it has now 
become a very large and excessive charge upon 
the counties ? — I am not aware that it has risen 
excessively. 

4258. Would 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




SELECT COMMITTEE ON GENERAL VALUATION, &C. (IRELAND). 



163 



4258. "Would you be surprised to bear that it 
has risen in the county of Cork, from 20,000/. a 
year to 90,000/. ? — I am not acquainted with the 
county of Cork. 

4259. It has also l'isen in Kerry and Limerick 
in the same proportion, within a considerable 
period, I admit. Bearing in mind that the county 
cess increases very largely annually or decen- 
niallv, do you not think it is a wrong upon the 
tenant who has to pay that increased county cess 
year after year ? — I think it is wrong that he 
should pay the whole of it? — I think he should 
go half and half. 

4260. Do you not think that the whole system 
would work better, if it was paid half and half? 
— I do. 

4261. Chairman."] With regard to the increase 
of the grand jury cess, are you aware it is owing 
to laws which have been enacted for buildings, for 
lunatic asylums, for the valuation of Ireland, the 
accommodation ordered by judges to be pro- 
vided for gaols, and the compulsory presentments 
of the Board of Works? — Certainly, the county 
cess now embraces things which it did not em- 
brace formerly. 

42G2. Mr. Siacpoole.] Do you say that, pro- 
perly speaking, the charges for lunatic asylums 
and infirmaries would be properly paid out of the 
poor-rate ? — I think I would rather keep it under 
the county cess. 

4263. The O' Conor Don. ] I understood you 
to state that you did not consider that the ques- 
tion of tenant-right should at all be taken into 
account in making a valuation of land? — Cer- 
tainly not. 

4264. Do you think that the rent should be 
taken into calculation at all ? — No. 

4265. Neither the one nor the other? — Neither 
the one nor the other. 

4266. Mr. Ayrton.] Will you explain what 
you mean by rents ? — I suppose The O’Conor 
Don means the rents that are paid at the par- 
ticular time by the occupying tenant for the use 
of the land. 

_ 4267. The O' Conor Don.] You do not con- 
sider that the general rents in a locality or dis- 
trict should be considered in making a valuation? 
— I think not. 

4268. I understand you to state that on 
various occasions you have applied to the Valua- 
tion Office for tracings of plans and maps? — 
Yes. 

4269. What description of documents are fur- 
nished from the Valuation Office; are you fur- 
nished with maps having all the tenement boun- 
daries on them ? — I have been. 

4270. And with tenement lists with the names 
of the occupiers ? — Yes. 

4271. And the valuation? — Yes. 

4272. And I suppose you consider that it is a 
convenience ? — A great convenience. 

4273. I understand you to state that it is sup- 
plied upon very moderate terms ? — Yes, very 
moderate terms. 

4274. On much more reasonable terms than 
you could get the work done yourself if you 
were to make it up from the public documents at 
the hoards of guardians and other places ? — No ; 
l think not much less expense ; but it saves trouble 
to write to an office where you know you will 
get what is officially correct. 

4275. Colonel Forde.] At the poorhouse you 
would not have the same means of getting what 
you want as you would at the Valuation Office in 
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Dublin ? — I think I should not ; I am not quite 
certain. At any rate, I do not know that I 
should. 

4276. Are copies of the Ordnance sheets and 
of the tenement valuation lodged with the boards 
of guardians for the use of the public ? — In some 
cases ; but only in some. 

4277. They are not bound to be lodged there; 
it is a private arrangement made by the boards 
of guardians ? — Quite so. 

4278. Therefore you could not get what you 
require at all boards of guardians ? — No. 

4279. The O'Conor Don .J Can you give an 
idea of the charge that is made for these maps 
with the tenement boundaries marked on them ? 
No, I cannot^ I was desirous some time ago of 
getting a new set of maps with the valuations for 
the entire of Lord Lansdowne’s estate, our own 
maps having been altered from time to time, and 
being rather worn; but when I wrote to Mr. 
Greene and ascertained what the cost would be, 

I found it was so considerable that I did not get 
them ; I got only a few of the sheets that were 
particularly worn. 

4280. Is the cost very much more than the 
cost of the plain Ordnance sheets would have 
been? — I was charged the price of the Ordnance 
sheet besides, as a separate item. The putting 
in the red lines and the numbers, and the writing 
out of the valuation to correspond, were of course 
charged for, and then there was added the cost of 
the maps, 5 s. each ; I think they are 2 s. 6 d. 
now. 

4281. Do you consider the charge for putting 
in these lines and marking all the boundaries a 
very heavy charge? — No, not very heavy nor 
very light. I thought it exceedingly reasonable ; 
but it extended over a large district, and the cost 
was so considerable that 1 deferred getting it done 
for a period. 

4282. Sir Frederick Heygate.] You consider 
this valuation relatively a good one ? — Yes. 

4283. Has it ever come within your knowledge 
that good land in the counties with which you are 
connected is valued lower in proportion to poor 
land ? — That is not my experience in the places I 
am acquainted with. 

4284. You said you thought there should be a 
valuation once in 25 years ? — Y es. 

4285. That would be for Imperial purposes, 
would it not; for income-tax, for instance? — I 
think it would be very useful for all the purposes 
to which a valuation is applied, useful for taxa- 
tion, and useful as between landlord and tenant. 

4286. With regard to local taxation, such as 
poor-rate and county cess, it would not be re- 
quired so often, would it? — I think it would; 
once every quarter of a century. 

4287. With regard to the cost of these new 
valuations, who do you think should pay for 
them ? — I think they ought to be paid for as they 
are at present, half by the counties and half by 
the Consolidated Fund. 

4288. You think that a fair way of paying ? — 
Yes; I dislike the principle so often advocated 
in Ireland of paying everything out of the Con- 
solidated Fund. I do not think it is to the ad- 
vantage of localities that they should not bear 
their fair share of taxation. 

4289. In making a valuation, you said you 
would not take into consideration tenant-right or 
the rent ; would you consider local taxation, for 
instance, the average amount of the poor-rate or 
the county cess? — I think the more independent 

x 2 the 
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Mr. the valuation is of such collateral matters the 
J. T. Trench, better. I would not give a decided opinion on 
the point. I have not considered it sufficiently. 

2 4 June 4290 . Is it not the case that, the value of land 
*®®9* in reality depends upon the surplus that will exist 
after making deductions for local taxation, the 
poor-rate, and county cess ? — 1 es ; but the taxes 
are much more variable than the valuation ; and 
if you make a valuation subject to the taxation 
of to-day, 10 years hence it may be an erroneous 
valuation. For whatever purpose the valuation 
is to be used, the existing taxation at the time of 
using it might be taken into consideration. 

4291. Is not the variable amount of local taxa- 
ation an argument for a frequent revision of the 
valuation? — Yes; to a certain extent. 

4292. Mr. Ayrton .J Do you think it is a sound 
proposition that in ascertaining a man’s income 
for the purpose of paying taxes, you should de- 
duct the probable taxes he will have to pay ? — 
Yes ; such being a compulsory charge. 

4293. If you want to ascertain a man’s income 
for the purpose of paying taxes, upon what prin- 
ciple can you deduct the taxes he pays from his 
income ? — I think it is right to deduct any na- 
tional compulsory charge of that sort. 

4294. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] Would you not 
rather regard a charge upon land not so much 
as a tax upon income as a deduction from his 
income before it came into his pocket? — Decid- 
edly. 

4295. Mr. Ayrton.] You are not ascertaining 
the abstract proposition of the income of the 
landlord, but ascertaining the actual value of the 
property for the purpose of making it subject to 
taxation ? — Yes ; but when you want to impose 
an income-tax, the first thing is to find out what 
the income is. 

4296. Get rid of the word income-tax, and call 
it property-tax ; if you were ascertaining the 
value of property for the purpose of taxation, 
upon what principle is it that, you deduct the 
supposed probable taxation from the value of 
the property? — I think there are some purposes 
for which the valuation would be used, in which 
it would be better that the taxes were not taken 
into consideration. In other cases, such as in- 
come tax, I think it should be considered. That 
is why I said I did not wish to express an 
opinion. 

4297. If you are told that none of the out- 
goings upon a house that a person expends can 
be deducted from the valuation of that house, 
upon what principle can you deduct probable 
taxation ; must you not consider tbe actual value 
of the property, apart from any deductions, leav- 
ing the person to expend the value how he 
pleases ? — No. 1 think in the present valuation, 
unless I am mistaken, the repairs and insurances 
are considered. 

4298. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.'] Should you not 
call the actual value of property -what remained 
after paying the expense of cultivation ; the 
ordinary profits of the tenant, and the support of 
the helpless poor? — I think there are other con- 
siderations that would come in besides. 

4299. Should you not say that all those con- 
siderations which I have named would come in ? 
— Certainly. 

4300. You said you thought it very desirable 
that there should be a re-valuation every quarter 
of a century ; when you say re-valuation would 
you suggest an entirely new valuation, or merely 
a correction of the former valuation, supposing 
the former valuation to have been in these cir- 



cumstances pretty correct ? — By how much the 
previous valuation was found to be correct at the 
expiration of a quarter of a century, by so much 
there would be little change, but I think that the 
valuation ought to be conducted in such a manner 
that the bona fide value of the property should 
be ascertained, as it stood at the expiration of a 
quarter of a century. 

4301. Take the year 1844, which is a auarter 
of a century ago, should you not say there Is such 
a difference in the value of land now and in 1844, 
as would in your opinion call for a totally new 
valuation, supposing that the valuation of 1844 
had been complete and perfect as regards the 
then state of Ireland ? — I think it would be worth 
the expense to the nation. 

4302. An expense of a totally new valuation? 
— I do. 

4303. The price of butter and cattle having 
risen since 1844, the price of cereal produce 
being the same, and some of the holdings being 
enlarged, do you not think that some of those 
things might be corrected, taking the old valua- 
tion as a basis ? — I think that in making a new 
valuation the old valuation might be used perhaps 
to a considerable extent, and the old maps to a 
considerable extent, but I do think, that as a 
matter of national expenditure, it would be worth 
while for the nation to go to the expense of 
making a new valuation every quarter of a cen- 
tury; it would be costly, but it would be 
wise. 

4304. Mr. Ayrton.'] Let me call your atten- 
tion to a provision in tbe Valuation Act; that 
improvements within seven years are not to be 
taken into account. Is not the result of keeping 
the valuation permanent a great injustice to all 
those persons who had improved their lands seven 
years before the valuation, seeing that they will 
be in perpetuity taxed upon the improved estate, 
whereas persons who effected improvements 
within the seven years, or after the valuation, 
would never be taxed for their improvements; 
would not that be the result of a permanent 
valuation ? — Of course it would. 

4305. Therefore a very great injustice would 
be done towards those persons who had improved 
their estates, seven years before the valuation of 
their union? — I think it would come a little 
heavy upon them. I would not say that it would 
be a great injustice. It is not possible to conduct 
a national valuation, doing absolute justice to all 
parties. 

4306. Are there not many cases in Ireland in 
which money spent in improvements has been 
ecjual to, and very much greater, than the value 
of the fee-simple of the land at the time it was 
improved ? — There are instances of it, but I do 
not think they are very numerous. 

4307. Are there not many cases in which bog- 
land has been brought into cultivation, and be- 
come very profitable and valuable ? — There are 
such cases, but 1 think if it was the law that ft 
valuation should be made every 25 years, and 
that improvements made within the terminating 
seven years should not be valued, people would 
arrange their expenditure accordingly. 

4308. Then, the effect of that would be that 
at a certain period justice would be done as be- 
tween one improved estate and another, by bring- 
ing them all to an improved standard of valua- 
tion? — Yes. 

4309. And if you do not have that re-valuataon 
at certain periods, that justice is not done--' 
Quite so. 

4310. One 
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4310. One man is paying, it may be, upon a 
very good rental which is the result of improve- 
ment, whereas another man is paying upon a very 
low rental, which is the value of his unimproved 
estate ? — I think the result would be some injus- 
tice, but there would be greatly preponderating 
justice. 

4311. Mr. Pollard- Urquliart.] You said that 
the re-valuation would not increase the local 
taxation, seeing that the same sum was to be 
raised, but supposing the rent to remain the same, 
would it not increase the tenant’s share of taxa- 
tion as regards the poor-rate, and decrease the 
landlord’s share ? — It would, but 1 think it would 
not do much harm to the tenant. 

4312. Do you think that any tenants view 
with fear or apprehension a proposition for a new 
and increased valuation lest it should increase 
their share of the poor-rate ? — Of course. 

4313. Do they actually? — I think they do. 
Any man who has made improvements would, of 
course, rather that the re-valuator did not come 
near him. 

4314. Suppose the increased valuation was the 
same all through the locality, the real effect 
would be, not to increase local taxation, because 
the same sum would be raised under any circum- 
stances, but merely to increase the tenant’s share 
of the same sum, and to decrease the landlord’s ? 
— I think it would alter the proportion as be- 
tween landlord and tenant, where the valuation 
was over the rent, but only in such cases. 

4315. Colonel Forde.J The landlord has to pay 
half at any time? — Yes, and the apprehension 
that the taxation would be increased because the 
valuation would be increased would be an arith- 
metical fallacy. 

4316. It would not be a fallacy if the tenant 
actually had to pay a larger proportion of the 
same tax? — That would only occur where the 
valuation was over the rent, which is very seldom 
the case. 

4317. Mr. Ayrton.] What is your ground for 
assuming that it is just that the Consolidated 
Yund should pay half the expense of this valua- 
tion ?— -Because the valuation is used in many 
Imperial respects ; the nation would make use of 
the valuation, for example, in the imposition of the 
income-tax ; therefore the nation ought to pay a 
share of it. 

4318. What are the national purposes the 
value of which you would estimate at half the 
expense of this valuation ? — The franchise is one 
and the income-tax another. 

4319. You do not mention anything beyond 
the franchise and the income-tax? — I think it 
would contribute to establish confidence in the 
Government, that there should be a just valua- 
tion. 

4320. You mean in levying the income-tax 
justly ? — For all purposes. 

4321. If that were the practical purpose for 
which it was to be used, would it not seem to be 
just that the Government should bear the charge 
m proportion to the extent to which it uses the 
valuation for taxation, as compared with the extent 
to which the local authorities use it for taxation ? 
— Yes. 

4322. Colonel Forde.] What are the purposes 
tor which the local authorities use it? — The 
<*?* cess, and the poor rates ; and the franchise 
and the income-tax, are at least as material items 
as those. 

4323. Mr. Ayrton.'] What is the amount of the 
0.57. 



poor rate, and the other local rates, in the pound 
as compared with the income-tax ?— A rate may 
be greater, but its importance is not therefore 
greater. 

4324. In your view, if the income were re- 
mitted the counties ought to bear the whole ex- 
pense ? — No ; there is the franchise. 

4325. The franchise is a local matter, is it not? 
— No, I should call it a national matter, a matter 
of national importance. 

4326. You think that if the franchise were 
taken away from a borough, it would not be con- 
sidered as a local grievance? — That is another 
matter. I am presuming that a representative 
Government is to continue to exist in this coun- 
try, and, so long as it does, there must be a valua- 
tion. 

4327. Mr. M‘ Cartliy Downing .] You are aware 
of the mode in which the valuation is at present 
made : “ The valuation with regard to land shall 
be made upon an estimate of the net annual 
value thereof,” with reference to the average 
prices of the several articles contained in the Act 
of Parliament ? — Yes. 

4328. Do you not think that that is a fair 
mode of ascertaining the value of land, to value 
it upon an estimate of prices which are given in 
the Act, provided those prices are the prices of 
the day ? — I think it is right that they should be 
a leading element in the valuation. 

4329. Are you aware that under the Act of 
Parliament there may be are-valuation every 14 
years, with the consent of the grand jury of the 
county ? — Yes. 

4330. Are you aware that the Lord Lieutenant 
has the power every seven years to have a re- 
valuation if he pleases? — Yes, I belieye that is 
the case ; but I am not informed on that point. 

4331. The mode in which the value of houses 
is ascertained, is this : “ Such valuation, with re- 
gard to houses and buildings, shall be made upon 
an estimate of the net annual value thereof, that 
is to say, the rent for which, one year with another 
the same might in its actual state be reasonably 
let from year to year, the probable average 
cost of repairs, insurance and other expenses 
if any, necessary to maintain the hereditament in 
its actual state, aud all rates and taxes and public 
charges, if any, except tithe rent charge, being 
paid by the tenant do you approve of that, and 
do you think it a correct and just mode of ascer- 
taining the value of property for taxation? — I 
think, with respect to houses, that it may be a 
correct principle to consider what rent a house 
would produce ; house property differs mate- 
rially from agricultural property on that par- 
ticular point. For instance, a district may 
become unfashionable, and a house that cost 
10,000 7. may not be worth 50 7. a year, because 
the district may be deserted ; under those 
circumstances, the rent that a house would rea- 
sonably produce in the locality ought to be con- 
sidered ; I do not think that that argument 
would apply to an agricultural district with re- 
spect to the land. Then with regard to rates, I 
object, as I have already said, to the valuation 
being made upon the basis that the tenant pays 
the entire, rate. 

4332. You do approve of the principle to a ceT- 
tain extent, with regard to houses, deducting 
rates, insurance, and so on ?— I think all rates 
and taxes should be paid half and half by the 
landlord and tenant, whether in regard to land or 
houses, so as to give them a joint interest. 

*3 4333. You 
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Mr. 4333. You are aware that in the valuation of 

J. t. T rench, land, a certain deduction is made for rates and 
taxes ; that is a third ? — Yes. 

5u June 4334. If that mode of valuation were altered, 
jS ^9- would it not involve this; that the landlord 
should pay all the rates? — No. 

4335. Why ?— Because, however it might be, 
it could be arranged that the tenant should pay 
half, and the landlord half. 

4336. You would take that into consideration 
only so far ? — I would alter the principle or the 
terms of the valuation in that respect. 

4337. You were asked for what purposes the 
valuation is used by the Government ; are you 
aware as a grand juror that there are compulsory 
presentments, which the grand jury are obliged 
to pass for Imperial purposes? — Yes; I do not 
know whether you call a compulsory charge for 
re-valuation Imperial, or not 

4338. You have said it was Imperial ? — It is 
used for Imperial purposes to a certain extent. 
It is not what might be called Imperial in the 
strict sense of the wo; d, because it is used for 
other purposes. 

4339. At all events, compulsory orders are 
issued, which the grand jury are obliged to obey? 
— Yes. 

4340. Mr. Ayrton."] For Imperial purposes? — 
If you choose to call valuation an Imperial pur- 
pose. 

4341. Mr. M : Carthy Doiuninr/.] For lunatic 
asylums? — I would not call a lunatic asylum 
Imperial. 

4342. Those are compulsory presentments? — 
Yes. 

4343. For gaols? — Yes 

4344. Are those Imperial? — They are contacts 
that have been made by the county for the advan- 
tage of the district. 

4345. We are all one nation? — Everything is 
Imperial in that view. 

4346. Mr. Ayrton.] A county gaol you call a 
county purpose, I presume?- — Yes. 

4347. And convict prisons an Imperial pur- 
pose ? — Yes. 

4348. Compulsory presentments are not made 
for convict prisons, but for county prisons? — 
Yes. 

4349. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] Do you not 
think that, the Government of the day have 
received as much benefit from the valuation, and 
used it for as many purposes as the local gentry? 
— Yes, I have said so. 

4350. With regard to the maps that have cost 
so much money, are they not of infinite advan- 
tage to the Government? — They are of great 
value to the Government. 

4351. Do you not think that in a military 
point of view they are of vast benefit ? — No ; I 
think they are of some benefit, but not of vast 
benefit. 

4352. Do you not think that they would be 
very useful to a military commander who had 
never been in Ireland before, in pointing out the 
roads ? — They would be of some use to him. 

4353. Chairman.] You say that lunatic asy- 
lums, in your opinion, are not for Imperial pur- 
poses? — Yes. 

4354. I presume they are for charitable pur- 
poses, for poor-law purposes ? — They are partly 
charitable and partly for the safety of the coun- 
try. If the lunatics were all abroad they might 
do an injury. Lunatic asylums are partly pro- 
tective. 



4355. Is that Imperial or local ? — It is of some 
Imperial value, but I cannot call the tax an Im- 
perial tax. 

4356. Mr. Ayrton. ] You were asked with re- 
ference to the principle of the valuation of houses: 
what is your view of the application of that prin- 
ciple to the country generally ; to arrive at the 
rent that a tenant would pay one year with 
another, he doing all that is necessary to keep the 
property in a state to command that rent, and 
paying local taxation? — Considering all the pur- 
poses that it would be used for, I am not prepared 
to say that that would be a sufficient principle 
for the imposition of the tax throughout the 
country. 

4357. Is not that the object to be arrived at by 
all the detailed arrangements for valuation, to 
ascertain the rent which property would let for • 
its fair letting value to a tenant one year with 
another, apart from any special arrangement 
between landlord and tenant ; the market value 
which the property would let for, supposing it to 
be let at the best rent that it would command ?— 
Yes, I think so, in the main; but of course I do 
not contradict my original statement, that the 
rent which is habitually paid in a locality should 
not be considered. 

4358. Because that may be subject to various 
considerations ? — Certainly. 

4359. Which have nothing to do with the in- 
trinsic value of the property ? — Yes. 

4360. And which in many cases would very 
much mislead ? — Quite so. 

4361. Chairman.] Are you aware that since 1830, 
3,000,000 1. of taxation lias been annually placed 
upon Ireland for Imperial and local purposes ?— 
I am not accurately informed upon that point. 

4362. Would you be very much surprised to 
hear that the Board of Valuation, from the com- 
mencement to the present time, has cost Ireland 
a million of money ? — I forget how many years 
it has been in existence. M y impression is, that 
the country received its full value if it did cost a 
million ; that would be my decided impression. 

4363. And for that expenditure, we have a 
document, which is not an accurate one, either 
actually or relatively ? —I think you have got for 
that expenditure the most perfect and beautiful 
survey of any country in the whole world. 

4364. Will you give your reasons for that 
statement ? — I have been in different countries, 
and have made inquiries upon the subject, and I 
have never been able to discover anything of the 
kind. With respect to the valuation, it is not 
perfect, and 1 have pointed out the various re- 
spects in which it is imperfect. There are a 
great many counties in Ireland where the valua- 
tion approximates much more to the real value 
of the land. Although the counties are not re- 
latively well valued, the different farms are. 

4364. * Have you seen the valuations in 
France, Belgium, Austria, or in any country in 
Europe ? — I have not. 

4365. Mr. Stacpoole.] You think there should 
be a valuation every 25 years ? — I think so. 

. 4366. I suppose you are aware that the. re- 
visors go down periodically to make alterations ? 
— To make alterations of boundaries. 

4367. If these revisors were properly qualified, 
could they not correct the valuation from time to 
time if they saw any. material difference? — I 
have considered that point, and I think it would 
be quite impossible that the revising staff could 
carry on a constant or even an occasional re- 
valuation 
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valuation. Re-valuation is a most difficult thing 
when you consider the number of influences that 
are brought to bear upon the valuator, and the 
extreme knowledge, courage, and acuteness he 
must possess, in order to make a reasonable 
valuation. 

4368. Are you aware that when the revisor 
(roes down, if a house is being built upon land, 
he can increase the valuation ? — Yes. 

4369. If he can do it in that instance, why not 
in others ? — It might be done in a trifling case 
of that sort, but I do not think it would bear 
extension to the whole country. 

4370. Supposing the law to remain as it is, 
with regard to the county cess, would you see 
any objection to having the charge for the lunatic 
asylums and infirmaries transferred to the poor- 
rates, so that the landlord might pay his fair pro- 
portion ? — I should object to that, and for this 
reason. The administration of the poor-rate 
must be in the hands of the guardians ; and the 
guardians, being scattered little communities all 
over the country, they could not possibly deal 
with a central question like that of a county 
lunatic asylum. 

4371. If a rate for the asylum were placed 
upon the county at large, might not a portion of 
it be attached to the poor-rate ? — I should object 
to a tax being imposed upon any people who had 
not a share in the imposition of the tax. 

4372. Mr. McCarthy Downing.'] You are aware 
that there is an appeal against a poor-law valua- 
tion ? — Y es. 

4373. Would you not prefer that the appeal 
should be direct to the chairman of the quarter 
sessions rather than to the magistrates gene- 
rally ?— No ; T think it better that the magis- 
trates of the district should have a voice with the 
chairman. 

4374. Do you not think that those gentlemen 
are often influenced by local feeling? — I think 
that the magistrates of Ireland are, on the whole, 
an honest body of men. 

4375. I am only upon the question of valua- 
tion ? - 1 think, on the point of valuation, they 
are honest. 

4376. Are they not directly interested in the 
appeal ? — Yes ; but their interests, I hope, would 
not guide their judgments. 

4377. Would you say it was proper to appeal 
to a tribunal that was interested in the result of 
the appeal; ought they not to be above sus- 
picion ? — I am not sure that they would be in- 
terested in it. One magistrate, if he happened 
to be an owner or agent over the particular farm 
where an appeal was made, might be interested, 
but I do not think the other magistrates would ; 
and I think that he, as a matter of good taste, 
would withdraw from the bench. 

4378. Mr. Ayrton .] He would be bound to do 
so by law, would he not? — Yes. 

4379. Mr. McCarthy Downing. 1 Take the case 
of the very large estate of which you are the 
agent ; suppose there are appeals from that estate, 
and that two or three of them may settle the 



principle that is involved ? — I cannot suppose the 
case of a whole parish appealing; one tenant 
appeals with regard to another. 

4380. If one tenant succeeds there may be 50 
appeals afterwards ? — I do not think that follows ; 
because, as of course you are aware, the appeal 
must always be made by a tenant against his 
valuation as compared with another man’s valua- 
tion. 

4381. I think you are wrong; if there is a 
new valuation, every man has a right to appeal, 
whether as against the valuation of another or 
not? — There is no power of appeal now ; but 
when the valuation was made the only way in 
which anybody could appeal was the way I have 
stated. 

4382. Do you mean that a man has no right to 
say, “ My land is valued at 30 l., and I am ready 
to prove that it ought not to be valued at more 
than 20 l. ?— I mean to say that distinctly. 

4383. That was the law ? — The only way was 
to appeal relatively ; a man must say, “ My farm 
is valued too high as compared with such a 
man’s.” 

. 4384 - You are not speaking of the present 
time ?— I am speaking of the original valuation. 

4385. I am referring to a new valuation, upon 
which every man would have a right to appeal. 
Suppose, for instance, that there were appeals 
from Lord Lansdowne’s estate : if you took a 
certain view, might you not have an interest in 
the success of certain appeals by his tenants ? — 
Yes. 

4386. You are a magistrate ? — Yes. 

4387. And you have considerable influence ? — 
Yes. 

4388. Supposing you were to exercise that in- 
fluence (I am quite sure you would not), would 
not an appeal to such a tribunal be an unfair one ? 
— If I exercised it, certainly. 

_ 4389. Would you not be in a position to exer- 
cise it? — No ; because magistrates are bound not 
to sit in cases in which they are interested. 

4390. Would you have an interest? — Not as a 
magistrate. 

4391. Do you not think it would be better that 
the appeal should be to the chairman alone ? — I 
do not think so. 

4392. Do you not think that the people should 
be satisfied that the tribunal to which they appeal 
is above suspicion? — I think they would be 
satisfied if it was referred to the magistrates. 

4393. That is your individual opmion ? — That 
is my individual opinion ; the only opinion I can 
give. 

4394. The Chairman.] The inquiry would be 
as to a matter of fact, and not as to a matter of 
law ? — It would. 

4395. Mr. Herbert.] Do you think that the 
people are generally satisfied with the way in 
which the magistrates do their work, and with 
their decisions ? — I do ; and I think a proof of 
that is to be found in the fact that people now 
appeal to law rather than to sticks and stones, as 
they used to do. 
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MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE 



Monday , 28 th June 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Fitz william Dick. 

Mr. M‘ Car thy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 



Mr. Herbert. 

The O’Conor Don. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 
Colonel Taylox-. 



COLONEL FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. Thomas O’Brien, called in ; and Examined. 



Mr, 4396 - Chairman.'] You are a Magistrate of 
T. O’Brien. “ e c °unty of Cork? — Yes. 

4397. Do you live in the county? — I do. 

June 4398. Have you taken much trouble in in- 
1 869. quiring into the valuations for poor law and other 
purposes ? — Yes ; I am Chairman of Mitchels- 
town Board of Guardians. 

4399. Can you give the Committee some evi- 
dence as to how those valuations have been car- 
ried out? — To a certain extent. 

4400. Mr. Carthy Downing.] I believe you 
are a landed proprietor in the counties of Cork 
and Tipperary ? — Yes, in Tipperary, and occupier 
in the county Cork. 

4401. I believe you are a rather extensive 
land agent? — Yes ; I am a land agent. 

4402. Have you attended very closely to your 
duties as chairman of your boax-d ? — I have. 

4403. How many years have you been a 
guardian ? — For the last 30 year's. 

4404. Were you employed on the original 
valuation for poor rate pux-poses ? — I was. ° 

4405. I believe the appointment of the valua- 
tion at that period was with the Poor Law Com- 
missioner’s ? — Yes ; for a number of years. 

4406. Do you know when it was transferred 
to the General Valuation Office? — At the com- 
pletion of the valuation ; Griffith’s Valuation, as 
we call it 

4407. Do you remember under what Act of 
Parliament ?— The 9th & 10th Victoria was the 
first. 

4408. Did you value any unions in Ireland ? 

I did. 

4409. Will you tell the Committee what 

unions ? — I valued Cashel Union in the year 
1839 ; I valued Listowel Union, in the county 
of Kerry, in 1840 or 1841 ; and in the same year 
I valued Killarney Union. It may have sone 
into 1842. 8 

4410. You have px*actical knowledge of the 
value of land? — Yes. 

4411. Do you consider that the valuation of 
Ireland at present is a low valuation compared 
wxth the rents ? — Very low. 

4412. Have you been able to ascertain, so as 
to inform the Committee, the average valuation 
per acre of certain ixnions ? — Yes ; first, there is 



Kilmallock Union, the best land in Ireland, the 
Golden Vale, as it is called; that is valued, I 
should say, about 16 s. per statute acre. Then 
there is Limerick Union, also vexy good land, 
which is valued at 11 5. 4 cl. per acre. Tippe- 
rary Union, also very superior land, is valued at 
13s. per acre; Fermoy Union, 11s. per acre; 
Cashel Union, 11s. 6 d. per acre. Then I come 
to a very low union, Oughterard, which is valued 
at I s. 6 d. 

4413. ‘Where is that union ? — It is in Galway. 
Mitclxelstown Union, of which I am chairman, 
I should say is valued at about 9 s. 6 d. or 9 s. Id. 
per acx-e. 

4414. Can you give the Committee any infor- 
mation as regards the rental of your own union ? 
— I consider that the rental must be 30 or 40 per 
cent in excess of the valuation. 

4415. I take it for granted, from what you 
said, that you think it is necessary that there 
should be a new valuation ? — Most undoubtedly. 

4416. You are aware that the poor rate is col- 
lected upon the general valuation ? — Yes. 

4417. You consider it a very important office ! 
— I do. 

_ 4418. As regards the effect of this low valua- 
tion, as between landlord and tenant, do you 
thin k that it in any way affects the interest of 
the tenants to increase the valuation? — Not as 
the law stands at present; the valuation of Ire- 
land being, 13,117,847 1. If it was only six mil- 
lions, as long as the law remains as it is, it 
would make no difference ; the only effect 
would be that the poundage x’ate would go 
up. 

4419. Because a certain sum has to be raised? 
— Yes. 

4420. No matter upon what the valuation is 
based, the rate is at present payable half-and- 
half between the landlord and tenant? — Deci- 
dedly so. 

4421. Do you know from your own experience 
that that was not the basis upon which the pay- 
ment of the rate was originally made ? — Cer- 
tainly not; the 64th section of the first Poor 
Law Act said that the valuation was to be 
based on the rent which, one year with an- 
other, the property would produce. That con- 
tinued 
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tinued in existence until it was repealed by the 
several Valuation Acts. 

4422. Will you look at that schedule ( handing 
the same to the Witness )? — This is the second 
schedule to the first Poor Law Act. 

4423. Do you find in that schedule two columns., 
9 and 10, one giving the tenant's proportion of 
the rate, and the other the landlord’s proportion 
of the rate? — Yes. 

4424. That being- the case, there was no diffi- 
culty in arriving at what the landlord’s rent was ? 

Certainly not. Suppose the rate was a shilling 

in the pound, and the amount of the valuation 
100 5 /. would then have to be raised ; if I saw 

in the landlord’s column 4 l, and in the tenant’s 
column 1 /., it would simply be a matter of calcu- 
lation. Under the first Poor Law Act the land- 
lord was liable to pay the poundage rate for every 
pound of rent he received. Sixpence being a 
multiple, the fortieth part of a pound, if yon 
multiply forty by four you get 160, and 160/. 
was the rent. 

4425. So that under the terms of that schedule 
every tenant’s rent could be easily ascertained ? 
—Yes, any person making a calculation could 
ascertain it. 

4426. At that time the tenant had a right to 
deduct half the poundage rate for every pound of 
rent he paid ? — Decidedly. 

4427. That was altered by the 6th & 7th Viet. ? 
— By the 13th & 14th Viet. 

4428. The 6th & 7th gave the Commissioners 
power to alter the form of the schedule ? — Yes. 

4429. Did the Commissioners, under that Act, 
alter the form of the schedule ? — Yes, that is the 
present schedule. 

4430. Omitting columns 9 and 10? — They 
omitted columns 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14,15, and 16. 

4431. Those columns that you have referred to 
are the columns showing the tenant’s repairs, and 
the landlord’s repairs? — Yes; first there are the 
landlord’s rates, then the tenant’s rates, the land- 
lord’s taxes and other public charges, tenant’s 
taxes and other public charges, landlord’s repairs 
and insurances, tenant’s repairs and insurances, 
landlord’s and other cxjienses ; all those are left 
out. 

4432. Do you approve of a power being dele- 
gated to anyone, the General Valuation Com- 
missioner for instance, to form any schedule that 
he may think proper ? — Decidedly it is a power 
that I would not wish to entrust to anyone ; I 
should say that Parliament ought to prescribe the 
schedule. 

4433. The 12th & 13th Viet, was then passed? 
— Yes. 

4434. Which deprived the tenant of the benefit 
that he had under the first Act, and made the rate 
payable between landlord and tenant, half-and- 
balf? — Yes. 

4435. Suppose that the valuation was higher 
than the rent, the tenant would have to pay more 
of the rate than the landlord ? — Certainly. 

4436. That is so at present ? — Yes. 

4437. Mr. Ayrton7\ How is that. If two per- 
sons pay a thing in halves, how can one pay more 
than another? — Suppose the rent is 100/. and 
the valuation is 160/., then it is half-and-half ; 
but if the valuation is 100 /. and the rent only 
80 /., the landlord will only allow the tenant for 
the 80 /., and the tenant is actually mulcted in 
the additional 20/. 

4438. The landlord only allows half the pound- 
age rate upon 80 /. ?— Upon 80 /. 

0.57. r 



4439. Instead of his moiety upon 100 1. ? — 
Exactly ; that is the law. 

4440. The O’ Conor Don.] It is the Poor Law 
Act to which you are now referring? — Deci- 
dedly. 

4441. Mr. M‘ Carthy Doiuning.] When you 
say that in your opinion there ought to be a new 
valuation, would you in any way qualify that, or 
annex any condition to it? — I would. If you 
leave the law' as it is at jn-esent, I think it is 
quite immaterial whether you have a high or a 
low valuation, because a certain sum has to he 
met. But looking at it as I do, as a remarkably 
low valuation, there could be uo benefit to the 
tenant unless you restore the law to what it was 
by the equitable condition under the 1st & 2nd 
Viet., which was continued until the passing of 
the 13th & 14th Viet. 

4442. Will you illustrate what you conceive to 
be the injustice of the present arrangement ; 
take the case of two proprietors whose lands 
adjoin each other; one lets his land at a moderate 
rent, say 100 /. a year ; the other, having an 
equal quantity of land of an equal value, lets it 
at 120/. or 130/. a year. Suppose there is a 
shilliug poundage, is not the tenant in the latter 
case placed in a worse position because he pays a 
higher rent ? — Decidedly so. In the case of the 
man who pays a fair rent, the rate is divided 
half-and-half between him and the landlord ; but 
if he pays 130 /. a year, he is allowed no more, 
and he has not a beneficial interest. 

4443. If the law was, as you say it ought to be, 
lie would be allowed half the poundage rate upon 
130 /. ? — Yes. 

4444. The landlord would suffer to a small 
extent? — Yes ; allow me to add, that on the 30/. 
or 40 /. to which you allude, the rack-rent, the 
landlord escapes taxation altogether, Imperial 
taxation and poor rates ; if he has a demesne of 
his own, the valuation being low, as it is now, he 
escapes taxation to a certain extent., because of 
the present low value of the land. 

4445. If I understand you aright, you think 
that the tenant farmer at this moment suffers by 
reason of the low valuation? — I do. 

4446. Because there is a large quantity of 
demesne lands in Ireland, large extensive farms 
which landlords themselves occupy, and which of 
course the tenant has nothing to pay to ; and if 
there was a higher valuation they would have to 
pay upon that high valuation, which would, to 
some extent, reduce the general rate upon the 
public at large ? — Provided the principle of the 
1st & 2nd Viet, was restored, of course it would 
have that effect. 

4447. You say the present valuation of Ireland 
is 13,000,000 /. ? — About that ; but a little more. 

4448. "What do you consider the actual rental 
of Ireland? — It must be about 18 millions, and 
the landlords escape taxation on the difference. 
There is no mistake about that. 

4449. Do you consider that the valuation as it 
exists is relative ? — I do not believe it is. 

4450. Mr. Stacpoole .] "Would you approve of 
the valuation in Ireland being raised to the 
amount of the rental ? — Not altogether. I think 
the valuation should be made on the general 
average letting value of land, not taking the 
rack-rent into account, but taking into account 
the average value. I may say that the present 
valuation is little relied on by any one ; it has 
nothing in it to guide anyone, not the least ; on 
the contrary, it has done a great deal of harm. 

Y 4451. Mr. 
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4451. Mr. Al'Carthy Downing.]^ You say that 
vou valued Killarney Union, which has ati im- 
mense amount of poor, coarse land ? — Y es. 

4452. And also Cashel Union? — I did. 

4453. It is prime land there? — Yes. 

4454. In your opinion, have the prime lands 
heen valued higher relatively than what we call 
coarse land? — Under Griffith’s Valuation, the 
prime lands have been valued a great deal lower. 

1 am now speaking of my own union, Mitehcls- 
town. 

4455. You think that, tire prime lands are 
valued lower as compared with the coarse lands ? 
— I think the prime lands arc valued much lower, 
that is, taking the test of reuts. 

4456. In what year was Mitchelstown Union 
valued ? — In 1852 and 1853 : it is valued at 
about 49,000 l. 

4457. As chairman of your board, it is of course 
your province and duty to attend to the revision ? 
— Yes. 

4458. And you have attended to it?— I have. 

4459. Are you aware that under the Act of 
Parliament there is no power in the revisor to 
add to the valuation of land ? — He has no power 
to add to the valuation of land. 

4460. Are you aware that that has ever been 
done? — Yes, it has been done this very year. 

4461. Do you mean to say that you are aware 
that a revisor has added to the valuation of land 
this year? — Yes. 

4462. Can you mention such a case? — 1 can. 

4463. Is it in Mitchelstown Union ? — It is in 
the Mitchelstown Union. 

4464. Be good enough to inform the Com- 
mittee of the particulars of the case ? — There is a 
townlaud in the electoral division of Mitchelstown, 
Killicane, where Mr. John Fraser is a tenant and 
also owner. The valuation of his property, omitting 
shillings and pence, was, 1 think, 102 1 . ; it is now 
120 /. I asked the clerk why that was done, 
seeing that it was contrary to law ; he said that 
Mr. Robert Mayne, who was the valuator, told 
him that the amount was too low as compared 
with the other valuations, and that he raised it 
by 18 /., making the amount 120 l. 

4465. Does that valuation now stand upon the 
books ? — It stands on the last made rate in 
Mitchelstown Union, 120 /.instead of 102 l. I said 
that it was altogether illegal, and that the valuator 
had no power to do it. 

1466. Was there any new house built upon 
the farm that would justify the increase? — Cer- 
tainly not. In going over the valuation hooks, 
which are curiosities in themselves, I saw within 
the last 10 days the valuation of this land. 

4467. You say that no house has been built, 
upon it ? — No ; that would be in another column. 

4468. Mr. StacpooleJ] Was there any house 
on it? — No; at any rate it was not in that 
column. 

4469. Are you quite certain that there was no 
house built? — I am ; it is in the land column ; 
there is a column for houses, and there is a 
column for land. 

4470. Mr. Ayrton.] When did all this happen ? 
— -Last February. We made the rate, I think, 
on the 23rd March last, and the rate was signed 
with that alteration in it. 

4471. Mr. M c Car thy Downing.'] Are you aware 
that the actual necessary repairs of houses have 
been taken into account, and an increased value 
put upon them in consequence? — Yes. When- 
ever they come and see the least repairs, new 
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slates on a house, or anything of that kind, they 
raise the value. 

4472. Do you know that the fact of a house 
being merely new slated, has led them to put an 
increase on the valuation ? — I do. 

4473. I believe that the valuation of houses is 
important many ways. Are you aware that 
publicans pay their license upon the valuation? 

4474. And arc you aware that complaints have 
been frequently made of their valuations being 
raised ? — Certainly . 

4475. And consequently their licenses being 
raised ? — Certainly. 

4476. How many unions are there in the 
county of Cork ? — Seventeen. 

4477. I believe they are all very large unions? 
— They are large unions. 

4478. Have you ascertained what is the annual 
cost of the revision for the county of Cork ?— I 
have seen the amount, stated. 

4479. What is the amount? — I believe it is 
2,0697. 

4480. You say that there are 17 unions in the 
county of Cork ? — Yes. 

4481. I believe that the duties of the clerk ol 
a union are very onerous? — Very; they have to 
make Parliamentary Returns and things of that 
kind. 

44S2. I believe they have hooks to make out 
with great accuracy containing a great number 
of columns ? — They have the rate books. 

4483- Do they make those rate books every 
year? — Yes ; and in some unions twice a year. 

4484. I believe they are obliged to attend a 
certain number of hours each day ? — Yes, from 
10 till 4. 

4485. And beyond those hours they have 
duties to discharge ? — Yes, they have a great 
deal of work iu the way of correspondence. 

4486. Would you say that the duties of those 
17 unions iu the county of Cork are greatly in 
excess of any duty or business attached to the 
revision of the county ? — Tenfold more. 

4487. What is the annual cost of those 17 
clerks ? — I should say that the 17 clerks in the 
county of Cork do not altogether receive 1,800/. 

4488. So that the revision of the county actu- 
ally costs more than the 17 unions which are 
managed by 17 clerks ? — Certainly, although 
having ten times as much work to do. 

4489. Have you received any new books from 
the General Valuation Office within the last five 
years? — No, nor within the last 10 or 12 years. 

4490. Are you quite sure of that ? — I am. 

4491. Before you came here, did you make 
inquiry upon that point from the clerk ? — I did ; 
I got him to show me the books, and I examined 
them very closely. 

4492. When the books come down, do you feel 
it to be your duty as chairman to examine them • 
— Sometimes I do. 

4493. Be good enough to tell the Co mmittee 
of what those books consist ? — The books consist 
of a number of leaves, a cover attached to them 
with a bit of tape running through the cover ; as 
long as it is tied you may call it a book, but at 
any time you can knock it into leaves. It » 8 
great mistake to suppose that they are new boo 
at all ; in making the revision they into™®® 
until the interlining can go no further. 

they have these new leaves out and dried, an 
they put in one or two in place of the old ones 

4494. When a book goes down, instead of 
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hcin<r it new book, it is merely an old one with a 
new leaf?— That is all I have seen. It is very 
ingeniously done. 

4495. You say that for 10 or 12 years there 
has never been a new book given to your union ? 
J_I have been so informed. I have asked the 
question of the clerk, and he says, “ 1 have been 
jO or 12 years clerk of the union, and T never 
received what I call a new book.” 

4496. Mr. «S tacpoolr.'] You said that the valua- 
tion of Ireland was 13,000,000 /., and that the 
rental was about 18,000,000 and you stated that 
you would not. have the rental and the valuation 
the same: will you state roughly what you 
think a fair valuation would be ? — I think that a 
fair valuation, to be in any way respected and 
taken as a criterion by the country, and accepted 
ky the landlords and tenants, should be at least 
16,000,000/. 

4497. Mr. M‘Cartky Downing .] When you 
were valuing the unions you have mentioned, did 
vou always ascertain the rent paid by the tenant? 
•-Yes ; 1 could not fill up the landlord’s column 
without it. 

4498. Dili you ascertain that by looking at the 
tenant’s receipt? — Yes; and often by applying 
to the landlord. 

4499. If you had any doubt? — If 1 had the 
least doubt. 

4500. Do you know what is the annual cost of 
all the clerks of the poor law unions in Ireland? 
— There are 163 poor law unions. I do not think 
that the clerks have on au average 100/. a-year. 

I am not including what we pay for the revision. 

4501. That would he about 17,000 /. a year? 
-Yes. 

4502. Arc you aware of the cost of the annual 
revision ?— T have secu it stated at 24,500 /. 

4503. You said that you thought it was abso- 
lutely necessary that there should be anew valua- 
tion ? — I think so, if there is a change in the 
law. 

4504. As regards the uavment of the rate ? — 
Yes. 

4505. Are you of opinion that there ought to 
be a change in the department previous to auy 
new valuation ? — I am clearly of that opinion. 

4506. Do you think that it gives satisfaction 
that the department should be under the control 
and power of one individual ? — Certainly not. 

4507. Are you aware that under the Medical 
Charities Act the Commissioner in that depart- 
ment forms part of the Poor Law Board ? — Yes ; 
Dr. McDonnell. 

4508. Would you suggest to the Committee 
any alteration in the department that you think 
would be satisfactory, and give confidence to the 
public? — Before the present valuation came into 
operation the Poor Law Commissioners appointed 
tne valuators. I think that whoever is appointed 
Commissioner of Valuation should be associated 
with the Poor Law Board, by which means he 
would receive information and facilities from 
clerks of unions that otherwise he would not. I 
would suggest that in the appointment of officers 
and the framing of general rules the Poor Law 
Commissioners and the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion should sit together, and that the Commis- 
B1 ? ner himself should do nothing of that kind 
without receiving their sanction. 

4509. You do not think it right or advisable 
that any one man should have the power or con- 
trol exercised in that department at present ? — I 
have every reason to think 60 , in many ways. 
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4510. Aj-e you of opinion that the appointment 
shoidd be competitive ; that those persons should 1 
be employed who, by an examination at the joint 
board you describe, should prove themselves 
most competent to discharge the duties of valua- 
tors ? — I am ; 1 believe the Poor Law Com- 
missioners ilischai’ge their duties with great 
satisfaction to the country. 1 believe also that 
wc have a very able and efficient man as Chief 
Commissioner in Mr. Power. I think there would 
be every safety in entrusting to him and the 
other Commissioners the examination of the men 
who should be sent out as valuators. Under the 
present system, persons may be appointed who 
are very efficient in regard to figures, but have 
very little knowledge of land. 

4511. At all events, whoever the Commis- 
sioners may be, you think that the present system 
requires to be altered ? — Decidedly. 

4512. You are aware that under the Acts there 
is an appeal against the valuation ? — Yes, under 
the 106th section of the first Poor Law Act. 

4513. And, under a new valuation, if a man 
thought it excessive or otherwise, he would have 
a right of appeal ? — Yes. 

4514. I think you said you were a magistrate 
for the county of Cork ? — Yes. 

45 15 . Do you think that the appeal ought to 
be made to the Chairman of Quarter Sessions 
alone, or to the general body of the magistrates ? 

— I think the appeal should be brought to the 
civil side of the court, as there is a good deal of 
law in the matter. We have an appeal from our 
union which is to come on on the 2nd of July 
before Mr. Leahy, the barrister, and it involves a 
great deal of law. I think it would be better to 
leave it altogether to the barrister. 

4516. You would leave the whole appeal, it 
being a civil matter, to tlic chairman alone ? — 
Yes. 

4517. Chairman.] Although the appeal is on 
the question of value alone? — It may be the 
substitution of a name, or some other matter. 

4518. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] You think 
that an appeal in which there might be an in- 
terest felt, affecting a class, should be left to a 
lawyer wholly unconnected with the district ? — 
Certainly he would hear the evidence, and de- 
cide the question as he decides everything else. 

4519. If the valuation was once made, when 
would it be necessary, in your opinion, to make 
another ? — Not in the present generation ; not 
for the next 50 ye are, unless some extraordinary 
occurrence took place to alter the valuation and 
the face of the country. Leases and agreements 
between landlords and tenants have been in 
existence, and I have not seen any increase that 
would warrant such a thing as a new valuation 
sooner than 50 or 60 years, unless something ex- 
traordinary happened. 

4520. If a new valuation was made, what do 
you think ought to be the annual cost of the 
revision ? — I have seen a great deal of the revi- 
sions of my own place. I recollect on one occa- 
sion I got the clerk to write to Sir Richard 
Griffith, to tell him that there was no need of a 
revision; when the re visor came down, the clerk 
said that we did not ask for the revision. He 
replied, “ I do not care whether you did or no* • 
it is not the Board that pay the expense.” T 
clerk informed me of that. 

4521. What do you think should be the annual 
cost of the revision? — Before the medical charities 
we bad seven Poor Law Inspectors who had very 

Y 2 onerous 
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onerous duties to perform. They had to go from 
■ union to union : if Ireland was divided into dis- 
tricts, I think six revisors would be quite suffi- 
cient for the country, and I think they should 
pay their own expenses ; receiving about 250 7. 
a year each salary ; that would be 1,500 /. ; at all 
events, 2,000/. would he ample: that should be 
the maximum. 

4522. Do you know what the inspectors, who 
you say had very onerous duties to perform, and 
a great deal of travelling to do, received in the 
way of salary? — Their salary is 750 /. a year, but 
they are very superior men ; the very ablest and 
best class of public officers we have in the 
country. 

4523. Did they pay their own hotel expenses ? 
— Yes; they are only allowed the expense of 
travelling : that is car-hire. 

4524. Can you tell how many inspectors we 
haye in all Ireland ? — Eleven, medical inspectors 
and alL 

4525. Have you in your capacity as Chairman 
of Mitchelstown Board of Guardians, frequently 
seen the revisor ? — I never saw him ; he never 
called on me on board days. 

4526. What time do you think it would take a 
competent man to discharge the duties of revisor? 
—The revision is a very small matter. I do not 
think there are more than 10 or 12 cases. I 
suppose the revision in my union would affect 
changes in some 200 names. We, as the board 
of guardians, have full power of doing that 
under the 25th section of the 15th & 16th vict. ; 
where marriages take place, and there are any 
divisions, the families themselves arrange the 
matter, and they would be very well satisfied to 
leave it so ; but as soon as the revisors hear of 
it, they come and make a revision of everythino- 
they possibly can. In the case of new houses! 
and things of that sort, they also make changes. 

4527. Are you aware that under the 17 Vict. 
c. 8, fisheries, railways, canals, roads, bridges, 
mines, and gas-works, are supposed to require 
constant revision, and that power is given for 
that purpose? — Yes. 

4528. Are you aware whether under any 
section of that Act, it is in the discretion of the 

guardians whether that should be done or not ? 

The 4th section says that the guardians are to 
give their opinion ; but that has fallen into dis- 
use, for our opinion is never asked. 

4529. You allude to the section which says, 
“ He shall transmit the list so made out hy him 
to the Commissioner of Valuation, with the opinion 
of the board of guardians, whether such revision 
is necessary, on account of such changes or alter- 
ations?” — Yes. 

4530. You say that has never been complied 
with to your knowledge ; that the list has never 
been laid before you? — It has been laid before us. 

4531. And have you given your opinion upon 
it? — We have sometimes called for a revision ; 
sometimes we have said there was no occasion for 
a revision, still a revision took place, and we were 
told that it was not we who paid ; the clerk was 
told that. 

4532. I believe the clerks of the unions are 
paid an annual sum in connection with the Par- 
liamentary revision ? — They are. 

4533. Do you know what it amounts to? — Our 
union is a small one, and we pay 20 Z. to our 
clerk. There are 163 unions in Ireland, and 20/; 
each would amount to over 3,000 Z. 



453 4 . Is that paid out of the rates ?— It j. 
altogether out of the rates. 



4535. Not out of the Consolidated Fund '— 
They have never recouped a penny of that. 

4536. You are aware that the county cess ha- 
almost yearly increased until it has become so 
large atax that it amounts tomore than 1,000,000/? 



4537. Do you think it would be just or fair 
that it should be apportioned between landlord 
and tenant ? — I do. 

4538. Do you think that there is a very stroiw 

feeling in the country in favour of that ammtre°- 
ment ? — Decidedly. 0 

4539. Do you think that the people feel that 
they are wronged in consequence of that, not 
being done ? — That is the impression. 

4540. A very strong feeling exists, I believe, 
upon that subject ? — A very strong feeling. The 
increase of the county cess has arisen to a great 
extent from what we call mandatory present- 
ments. In the county of Cork those mandatory 
presentments amount to about 7 d. in the pound, 
and exceed on the agerage 30,000 Z. a year! We 
have no control over that expenditure ; I think it 
is right to distinguish that from the baronial 
charge. I must add that our roads and bridges, 
and the improvements that have taken place in 
the county, are worth the money. Manual labour 
is nearly double what it was 15 or 16 years ago; 
we have excellent surveyors in the county who 
make the contractors do their work well, and the 
contractors are complaining that they do not get 
a farthing profit. 

4541. Chairman .] I believe nothing can be 
lower than the sum of money for which 50,000 
miles of road are kept in repair? — Nothing can 
be lower; we have always taken the lowest con- 
tracts. 



4542. You are aware that the lunatic asylums 
form a very heavy compulsory charge? — Very 
heavy. 

4543. The grand juries have no authority in 
the matter ? — N 0, not the least ; the present- 
ments are compulsory. 

4544. . Are there a number of others of the same 
description ? — Yes. 

4545. And to this species of presentments yon 
chiefly attribute the great rise in the amount of 
the cess levied by the grand juries? — Yes, and 
also to the excess of mileage in the roads and the 
high price of labour, which is double what it used 
to be, and I hope it will get still higher ; I like a 
man to get fair wages for a fair day’s work. 

4546. The O’ Conor I understood yon 

to state that you were employed in the valuation 
of land; was that under the General Valuation 
Office? — No, it was under the Poor Law Com- 
missioners in 1839, 1840, 1841, and, I believe, 
part of 1842. 

4547 . In the first part of your evidence I un- 
derstood you to raise objections to the mode in 
which the poor rates are at present levied?— 



4548. The objections then were against the 
Poor Law Acts, and not against the Valuation 
Acts? — The objections decidedly were ^gainst 
the Poor Law Acts; anything of equity in the 
first Poor Law Act was stamped out by the 13th 
& 14th Vict. c. 104, and it made no difference 
whether Ireland was valued at 1 3,000,000 Z. or 
6,000,000 Z. since that period. 

4549. Your objections relate to the changes 
made in the poor law ? — Yes. 

4550. I understood 
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4550. I understood you to state that the rental 
of Ireland is about 18,000,000 /., and the valu- 
ation about 13,000,000 /. ? — Yes. 

4551. You then went on to state that the pro- 
prietors escaped taxation upon the difference be- 
tween those sums? — Y es, no doubt of it. 

4552. Does that answer apply to local taxation, 
such as the poor rate and county cess? — Cer- 
iainly. 

4553. How do you make that out? — Very 
easily. Suppose a man is valued at 100 /. a year, 
and he pays the landlord 160/. a year. 

4554. You are going to explain what takes 
place when the valuation is low and the rent high, 
but that is not an answer to my question. You 
stated broadly that proprietors escaped taxation 
upon the difference between the 13,000,000/. and 
the 18,000,000 /. ; do they escape local taxation? 
— Of course they do. 

4555. With regard to local taxation, does it 
matter at all whether the basis on which it is 
raised is a high or a low one, when the amount 
that is to be raised is a fixed sum ? — Not as the 
law at present stands. 

4556. If the law remained as it is at present, 
the increase in the valuation would not increase 
the local taxation of the proprietors of land ? — 
Certainly not ; half-and-half. 

4557. Then the fact of the valuation being low 

does not make the proprietors escape local tax- 
ation ? — Certainly it does ; if you contrast the 
Act as it is now is 

4558. I am not speaking of the Poor Law 
Act. The fact of the valuation being low does not 
make the proprietors escape local taxation ? — 
They escape local taxation on the rent they re- 
ceive, that is the rack rent. Suppose the case of 
two proprietors, one receiving 100 /. a year on a 
certain farm, and the other 140 /. on another farm ; 
the proprietor receiving 100/. escapes nothing; 
the proprietor receiving 140 /. is only taxed on 
100 /., and he escapes on the 40 /. 

4559. Chairman."] Under the present system, 
taxation being upon a valuation, and not upon 
the rent, you consider that the man who lias a 
high rent has an advantage over the man whose 
rents are low ? — Decidedly ; he pockets the dif- 
ference. Nothing can be more clear. 

4560. Mr. Herbert.] Have you personal ex- 
perience of that in your own property ? — I have. 
I have a townland in the Clogheen Union, where 

I am ex officio guardian. 

4561. Is that in Tipperary ? — Yes ; the pre- 
sent valuation of that townland is 151 /. 15 s. It 
is a first rate dairy farm; I made a letting of 
that farm last November, and the letting value 
was 27 51. 10s. 6<Z., and I got 1,000/. fine besides. 

4562. You escape the difference ? — Y r es, I 
have given you my own case ; I could not illus- 
trate it better. 

4563. The O' Conor Dow.] You said that in 
Mitchelstown Union the tenement lists were 
kept for 10 or 11 years ? — Yes. 

4564. When yon say that new books were not 
sent for 10 or 11 years, are you referring to the 
actual contents of the book or merely to the 
covers ; that they had the same covers for 10 or 

II J cars?— One leaf was merely put in over 

another. The books are so constructed that if 
taey cannot be any further interlined you can 
take them asunder at once; and when a new leaf 
13 they call that a new book. 

4565. You si:ate that the practice in the union 
wim whieh you are connected, when a leaf gets 



greatly altered, is to renew that leaf, not to give 
a new set of books? — Certainly, we have not had 
a new set of books the last 10 or 12 year's so I 
have been informed. 

4566. Colonel Forded] You say that the farm 
which is valued at 151/. 15 a. you now let for 
270/.? — For 275/. 10a. 6d. 

4567. Does not that prove that the county of 
Cork wants a re-valuation ? — It does ; I have stated 
it against myself, but I think in giving evidence 
before a Committee of the House of Commons £ 
ought not to conceal anything. 

4568. Mr. Ayrton.] You gave a long list of 
unions at the commencement of your evidence, 
with the valuation per acre, but you made no 
comment on them; what was your object in 
stating them ? — I took the list from the Parlia- 
mentary Returns; Limerick is as fine land as can 
be found anywhere, and the land exclusive of 
buildings, is valued at 11s. 4 d. per acre, on the 
average. I say that Limerick Union is worth 
twice that amount. Tipperary again is a very 
rich union, and it is valued at 13 s. per statute 
acre. I do not deem that any thing near the 
value. 

4569. Hoav much per cent, above is the true 
value ? — Fifty or 60 per cent. The valuation 
has got to such a point now that it is a laughing- 
stock. No one takes it as a criterion. 

4570. Does the same observation apply to all 
unions that you mentioned? — There are other 
unions to which it does not apply. 

4571. Does it apply to those that you men- 
tioned ? — Yes, those were valued in 1 852. After 
the famine years everything was very low indeed. 

I took 600 acres of land on the 1st of May 1852 
at 1/. 2 s. 6 d. the plantation acre. When the 
stir came in the time by reason of the Crimean war, 
in 1854, 1 submitted to a valuation ; the land had 
eei'tainly improved a little, and my rent then 
was 1/. 7 s. 6 d. the plantation acre. I held it 
until 1855, when the Crimean war was at its 
height, and then I paid for it, for 12 years I 
think, 2/. 2s. 6 d. an acre. After that the valu- 
ations were higher. Armagh Union, for instance, 
was valued in 1865 at 18 s. per acre, and you 
could not for a moment compare that land with 
Kilmallock or Tipperary. 

4572. Mr. Sullivan.] When you say 2 1. 2 s. 6 d. 
an acre, you mean the Irish acre ? — Yes. 

4573. Mr. Ayrton .] You mentioned some case 
of grievance ; was there any appeal in that case ? 
— No. 

4574. Why did not the tenant appeal? — I sup- 
pose he thought he had no power. 

4575. He could hare appealed? — He could 
have appealed, of course. 

4576. Do I understand you, that the mode in 
which the poor rates are made with reference to 
the valuation, renders it more necessary in your 
opinion that the land should be re-valued, so as 
to bring the official valuation up to the true 
standard of the letting value ? — I think certainly, 
that to make the valuation in any way respected, 
that should be the case. 

4577. Do you think that the valuation should 
go on very rapidly, so that it may be soon 
finished, or that it would be better to have a 
good small staff, and do it gradually? — I think it 
would be better to give sufficient time. In the 
case of the unions that I valued, I had only six 
months for each of them. I think it would take 
at least 12 months to value them. 

4578. I suppose so long as the re- valuation of 

v3 r a whole 
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a whole county is complete, as between the 
several ratepayers, no injustice can be done i - — 
No ; except of course with reference to Imperial 
taxation. 

4579. Not in local taxation? — Not in local 
taxation. 

45S0. Therefore, the object, to be attained is 
accuracy, as regards a whole county, before pro- 
ceeding to another county ? — Yes, and respect 
for the valuation itself. 

4581. Do you think that persons could be 
easily obtained in nuy number, who would inspire 
confidence in the valuation ? — I think if the Poor 
Law Commissioners and the Commissioner of 
Valuation were associated, and if there was a 
competitive examination and an inquiry into the 
antecedents of all the candidates, there is no 
doubt we could get very competent persons. 

4582. And any number of them ? — Any num- 
ber of them, but they should not he connected 
with the locality in which they were employed. 

4583. Do you think that such persons would 
be obtained if they were only employed tempo- 
rarily? — I do. 

4584. And they would give up all other occu- 
pation? — I should say so. 

4585. Would you consider that a necessary 
condition to inspire confidence, that they should 
be engaged in no other business while the valua- 
tion was going on? — Yes; that is the rule with 
regard to all appointments under the Poor Law 
Commissioners. 

45S6. That you think essential ? — Yes. 

4587. Have you any other suggestions to make 
with regard to the process of re-valuation ? — 
I think the re-valuation of Ireland, if made as 
I have said, should cost about 300/. a union, or 
350 /., or at most 400 /. 

45S8. You are aware of the basis on which the 
valuation has been made ? — I am. 

4589. What points would you rc-open? Are 
you satisfied with the maps ? — I think the maps 
are of the greatest value. 

4590. They are satisfactory? — Yes; and of 
course they are available for any valuation now. 

4591. And the boundaries? — And the bound- 
aries ; any person could understand them. 

4592. Do you tliink that the qualities of the 
land have been pretty accurately estimated in 
making the valuation ? — I have had a great deal 
of experience on that point. Take land in 
Limerick orFermoy ; in the case of proximity to 
towns the value is very high, perhaps 2 1. 10 s. 
an acre ; but if you take that land, and put it in 
a country district, it would not be worth 35 s. 

4593. I want you to separate the intrinsic 
quality of the land from local circumstances. 
You are aware that those are two separate ele- 
ments in arriving at a valuation? — Decidedly. 

4594. Do you think that the intrinsic quality 
of the land has been accurately or inaccurately 
estimated in the old valuations, as far as vou 
know ? — I think that so far as the present valu- 
ation goes, there has been a departure altogether 
from what the land produces; that is, what rent 
it would bring one year with another, according 
to the 64th section of the first Poor Law Act, the 
tenant paying all outgoings. 

4595. If let bond fide at a fair rent? — Yes, just 
as if I brought a cow or anything else to market, 
it would have a marketable value. The Act of 
1852 wives 3/. 5 s. 4 d. as the price of butter; 
now the price is 80 per cent, above that. 



4590. Would you revise the price list? I d 0 

not think you could ever touch it. 

4507. In re-valuiug the land, would you revise 
the price list, or would you go at once to the 
marketable or letting value ? — Decidedly, Iwould 
have nothing to say to the sliding scale! 

4508. You would have the inquiry directed to 
the simple proposition, what is the" marketable 
letting value of the laud one year with another 
the tenant paying all charges ? — All outo-oinn-s. 

4599. You think that should be the purpose of 
the inquiry? — Decidedly; and I think the 
schedule should be a Parliamentary schedule. 
Suppose a man’s valuation is 100 l. a-ycar, and 
the county rates and other taxes amounted to 2 s. 
in the pound ; in place of deducting the charges 
in the schedule, I would do as they are now doma- 
in the case of quit rents. A man goes to pay his 
10 /. ; he demands from the collector 2 s. in the 
pound, and he has returned to him 1 /. ; and that 
ends the matter. That is the way in which it 
ought to be done instead of being hampered by a 
schedule; suppose a union required 2,0007.; 
there would be a return of one-tenth, which would 
be 200 /. ; then your 2,000 l. would only produce 
1,800/., and if there was a deficiency, the 200/. 
would be taxed again on the very same people. 

4600. Your opinion is, that there should not 
be a price list inserted in the Act as formerly, but 
that the marketable letting value should be the 
basis ? — Decidedly. 

4601. That is what the valuator should arrive 
at ? — Yes. 

4602. Subject to appeal ? — Subject to appeal. 

4603. Colonel Fordo.'] I understood you to say 
that the valuators should not be hampered in this 
work, and required to do it too soon; but that 
they should have time to examine the land per- 
fectly ? — Yes. 

4604. You stated with regard to taxation, that 
the amount of the valuation would make no diffe- 
rence, except for imperial purposes? — Yes; but 
there are portions of other counties sometimes 
included ; a small portion of the union, Mitchels- 
town, that I mentioned, is in the county of 
Limerick. 

4605. Then the valuations should come out in 
unions ? — Yes. 

4606. Then it would not make any difference 
until it came to imperial taxation? — No. 

4607. If the collectors of income tax were em- 
powered to make every man pay on his income, 
would not that obviate the difficulty which you 
anticipate? — If Cork were raised to a higher 
standard, and the other counties in Ireland were 
not raised to the same standard, of course Cork 
would pay more to the Consolidated Fund. 

4608. If the Commissioners of Income Tax 
were empowered to receive the income tax, say 
on the rental, that would not interfere with the 
valuators going round ? — Decidedly not. 

4609. Would you recommend the Treasury to 
do that, so as to give the valuators time ? — There 
is no doubt the Treasury would be too glad to do 
it. 

4610. Mr. Herbert.] You said, just now, that 
the valuation of Ireland was about 13,000,000/-? 

- — About that. 

4611. And that the valuation ought to be 
raised? — Yes. 

4612. Do you tliink that the present valuation 
was fair with regard to the south of Ireland, 
when it was made 20 years ago ? — I do not think 
it was. I do not. know any time when the tan» 

was 
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was so low ; butter was 31. 5 s. 4 d.; mutton, 
2 s. 1 d. ; pork, 1 Z. 12 s. Since then there has 
been a rise. 

4613. Do you not know that the valuation was 
issued on the express understanding that it was 
25 per cent, under the letting value of the land ? 

It is very strange that it was not done before 

the 13th & 14th Viet. 

4614. Do you not know that the valuation was 
acknowledged by the Valuation Office, and by all 
parties, to be below the letting value of the 
land? — 1 do not know how it was. It often 
struck me that the landlord influence prevailed, 
and that they saw that a valuation such as I now 
mention, was rather to their advantage when the 
change in the law took place. They would not 
do it before ; it would tell with a vengeance 
against them. 

4615. My question is, whether you do not 
know that when tire valuation was issued the 
Valuation Office said it was 25 per cent, lower 
than the letting value of the land ? — I do not 
know why they said so. 

4616. Are you aware that they did say so ? — 1 
believe they did; they exempted the 25 per cent., 
putting it into their pocket without paying the 
taxes for it. 

4617. How could the landlord make any tiling 
by that? — As I said before, they stamped out 
the equity which was in the former Act ; it was 
then a half-poundage rate on every pound of rent 
that was deducted ; but when it came to half-and- 
half, the advantage was to the landlord, and the 
disadvantage to the tenant; nothing can be 
clearer. 

4618. Mr. Ayrtov.] Under the old system the 
landlord paid a poundage rate, and now be pays 
in gross. If a man was receiving 130 Z. rent, and 
the valuation was only 100 L, he paid 130 six- 
pences, but now he pays only half the gross 
sum, which may be equal to 130 fourpences ? — 
Yes. 

4619. Colonel Fordc.] Has not the tenant the 
right to deduct half the rate on the extra money? 
— No; the 13th & 14lh Viet, stops him. 

4620. Chairman.] Suppose the landlord’s rent 
to be 20 Z. a year, and the tenant’s profit 160 Z., 
the rate being 1 5. in the pound, how would you 
divide tire rate ? — Twenty sixpences or 10 s. 
would be the landlord’s portion of the rate. 

4621. And the tenant pays the remainder ? — 
The tenant pays the remainder. 

4622. Do you think it fair, where there is so 
large a profit, that the landlord should pay auy 
rate I — I would not recommend that, under auy 
circumstances. What I would recommend is 
that the beneficial interest, the actual income, 
should be taxed ; I look at income as the basis of 
all taxation, no matter whether imperial or 
otherwise. 

4623. Mr. Herbert.'] You said you did not 
think that 13,000,000 Z. was a fair valuation 20 
years ago; what in your opinion would have 
been a fair valuation at that time ?■ — It is bard 
for me to say. I know that at that period rents 
were lower than they are at present. 

4624. Can you give us an idea of what the 
amount ought to have been ? — Very little ; those 
valuations were made after the distress in 
Ireland. 

4625. You said 13 millions was too low ; what 
no you think would have been a fair value 

oughout the whole of Ireland ? — It may have 
been 15 millions. 

0.57. 



4626. Since that valuation the country has im- 
proved to the extent of one million ? — Decidedly 
it has. 

4627. Then if we are to have a re-valuation 
now, why should we not have a re-valuation 
every 25 years ? — I hope we shall not have a 
famine again in Ireland. I said before, if some- 
thing extraordinary did not happen, and cir- 
cumstances required it, I should be one of the 
first to advocate a re- valuation. 

4628. You said people would prefer that ap- 
peals should go to the Chairman of the Quar- 
ter Sessions ; will you state your reason for 
that opinion ? — I do not say that the people 
would prefer it; I said I thought it would be 
more satisfactory that the appeals should go 
before a barrister who was familiar with rules 
of evidence, who could examine the several wit- 
nesses, and then decide the case. I said 1 
thought it was a civil case in which the magis- 
trate might not he mixed up. 

4629. Do you not think, as a general rule, 
that people are very well satisfied with the de- 
cisions of the magistrates at petty sessions? — I 
think they are satisfied with my decisions when- 
ever I make them. 

4630. Generally, with regard to the magis- 
trates throughout your district ? — I thiuk we 
have excellent magistrates in my district. 

4631. Have you ever known a magistrate, in 
any part of your county, sit in his own case ? — 
Never. 

4632. Or to be guilty of corruption ? — Never; 

I retired from the Bench myself about a month 
ago in a case in which it. was said I had an interest. 
It was with regard to the opening of a quarry, 
under the Grand Jury Act. 

4633. You will agree with me that magistrates 
generally retire even if there is an idea that they 
are interested in the matter? — Always. I do not 
think that there can be a more honourable body 
of men than the magistrates of my district in the 
county of Cork, and throughout the south of 
Ireland ; as far as I am acquainted with them I 
think the magistrates are above suspicion. 

4634. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick.] You said you 
thought six revisors would he enough for the 
whole of Ireland? — Yes. 

4635. Upon what do you base your calculation 
that six would be a sufficient number ? — I think 
if there was a good valuation even six would not 
be employed. In many places there is very little 
to be done. Such unions as Cork and Dublin 
might require more attention with regard to the 
franchise and other things distinct from the 
country. 

4636. You would give eight or nine counties 
to each man ? — About that. 

4637. I think you said, that previous to a new 
valuation which you thought ought to be made, 
there should be a complete change in the officers 
of the Board? — Yes. 

4638. Why should there be a complete change 
in the officers of the Board ? — I do not think 
that the commission, as at present constituted, 
gives satisfaction. There is no confidence in it, 
when we look at the valuations ; of course we 
judge for ourselves in matters of that kind. 

4639. Are not the present men experienced in 
their work, and would it not be better to retain 
them than have inexperienced hands ? — I do not 
know as to their capabilities. They may be very 
good surveyors and good at figures, without being 
good judges of the value of land. I believe 

t 4 there 
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T. O'Brien. ^ lcie * s on ty one Commissioner of Valuation, who 
— __ makes all the appointments, and he resides in 

28 June Dublin. I do not impute anything to the present 
*869. Commissioner; I do not know him, but I think 
that in making appointments, framing general 
rules, and laying down the basis of the valuation, 
it would be better for him to have two or three 
associates; two or three heads are better than 
one. 

4640. You said that you do not think that the 
Board should be under the control of one man ? 
—That is my opinion ; and my recommendation 
is partly based on the high opinion I have of Mr. 
Power, the present Poor Law Commissioner. 

4641. Mr. McCarthy Downing.'] You said you 
would altogether discard prices, and make the 
valuation upon the letting value of the land ? — 
Yes. 

4642. If you had a new valuation at the 
present time, would not that letting value be 
based upon present prices ? — It would be based 
upon what the land, just like a cow or any other 
commodity, would bring in the market. 

4643. If you were letting land, would you not 
let it taking into account the price of butter, 
pork, beef, and so on ? — I do not mind that so 
much, because it is very fluctuating. 

4644. Would you not let land according to 
what a tenant could pay, according to present 
prices? — Of course. 

4645. Suppose we had a valuation based upon 
that, and the prices fell, as they may do in three 
years, butter, for instance, coming down to 4 /. a 
cwt., would not the valuation be excessive ? — I 
have not seen for years, except when something 
extraordinary occurs, much change in rente. 
Leases and agreements are taken, not on a sliding 
scale of prices, but taken for better for worse. ° 

4646. Suppose the valuation to be based upon 
the letting value, that would in your opinion in- 
crease the present valuation to about 16 millions? 
— Yes. 

4647. That would be an increase of three mil- 
lions ? — Yes. 



4648. You are aware that Griffith's valuation 
is always looked at when a person is taking land 
and when land is sold in the Landed Estates 
Court? — Yes. 

4649. And that it does, to some extent, affect 
rents ? — Y es. 

4650. Now, suppose prices fell very largely, 
as I have said, in three years, or in two years, 
would not the valuation be too high?— I do not 
think it would affect it ; I do not anticipate any- 
thing of the kind. 

4651. But suppose prices did fall, would not 
the valuation be too high ?— If the tenant was 
not able to pay, of course it would ; but there 
are other things which the tenant will look to. 

4652. Then you adhere to your former opinion ? 
— I do. 

4653. If the landlord was paid only 20 l. a- 
year under a lease, and the land was valued at 
160 /., the landlord, you have said, would only 
pay upon 20 L ?— That is all. 

4654. Suppose the lessee, the middleman, re- 
let the land to a tenant, and received 200 7. a- 
year, is not the rate then divided according to the 
proportion between the 20 /. a-year paid by the 
owner m fee and the profit rent which the middle- 
man has by letting ?— That is according to the 
present state of the law. 

4655. Does not that show that in all other re- 
spects the division of the poor rate is made 



according to the interest which each man has in 
the land ? — No, on the contrary. It was so un- 
der the first Act, and up to the passing of flip 
12th & 13th Viet. ; it is not so now. ° 

4656. Is not that case under the 1st & 2nd 
Viet, the only instance in which the rate is not 
divided according to the interest which persons 
hold ? — I may illustrate it in this way : the rate 
being 1 s. in the pound, the entire amount would 
be 8/. The landlord must allow 10 s.; that re- 
duces it to 7 /. 10 s. : then you say the 160 l. man 
lets the land for 200 /. ; then the 160 1. man and 
the 200/. man will divide the 7 /. 10 s. between 
them, as the law stands at present ; it is to be 
divided in such and such a case, the tenant pay- 
ing 4/., and the immediate landlord 3 /. 10s. J 

4657. Chairman.] Have you considered the 
cost of the Valuation Board since the commence- 
ment, in 1830, and do you know what the amount 
is?— I have heard various reports, and I have 
understood the amount to be enormous. If what 
I have heard is time, the amount is somethin^ like 
one million. 

4658. Mr. Ayrton.] What has amounted to 
one million ? — I have heard it reported that the 
valuation, and I suppose the survey, amounted to 
one million. 

4659. Do you mean that keeping up the estab- 
lishment a great number of years would, if all 
the years were multiplied together, amount to a 
million ? — That is what I have heard. 

4660. What is the value of the reports you 
have heard ? — Not the least as evidence. 

4661. Chairman.] Is it your belief that the 

amount of money levied on the counties of Ire- 
land from the commencement to the end of these 
valuations is one million ? — I can say no thin f on 
the subject except from hearsay. 0 

4662. What value have the counties received 
for that enormous sum?— They have received a 
bad valuation. 

4.663. You are aware that half the cost of the 
revision is borne by the Consolidated Fund?- 1 
am aware of that. 

4664. The expense of the valuation having 
always been thrown upon the counties ?— Yes. 

4665. It has been stated that the tenement 
valuation ought to be considered as a revision of 
the town land valuation ? — Yes. 

4666. If that is the case, ought not half the 

expense of the 325,000 1. to be borne by the 
ConBolidatedFuntl?_I confessthatin Ireland we 
” . t Sj t " Te a P” 11 ot tke Consolidated Fund. 

4667. You have been asked some questions as 
to why it is necessary to have a total change in 
the persons to whom the administration of the 
general valuation has been committed ?— I did 
not mean to exclude many of the present gentle- 
men. They might compete, and if on examina- 
tion they were found eligible, I see no reason why 
they should be passed over. 

4668. There would be no objection whatever 
to retaining them in the service if they are quali- 

e ,7~0f course the Poor Law Commissioners 
would feel delighted to have competent men. 

4669. In your opinion it would be advisable 
to have a competitive examination for all those 
who are employed, whatever the new system of 
valuation may be?— The Poor Law Commis- 
sioners never appoint any one without examina- 
tion. 

4670. Do you think it advisable to have any 
satisfactory arrangement if persons are at the 
head of the department who are not qualified to 

value 
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value either land or houses ? — I think the head 
of the department generally sees, through the 
eyes of his valuator. I do not think it is abso- 
lutely necessary that he should be altogether a 
valuator. 

4671. Mr. Ayrton.] He ought to be an admin- 
istrator? — Yes ; I think that appointment should 
rest with the Government. 

4672. Chairman.'] You have expressed an 
opinion that there is, generally speaking, a want 
of confidence iu the late and in the present heads 
of the department, and that that feeling is suffi- 
ciently strong to render very difficult their 
remaining at the head of the office if any satis- 
factory arrangements are to be carried out ? — I 
could not say that ; I have nothing to say against 
the head of the department. I am sure the 
Government would generally appoint the heads, 
and have the responsibility of the appointment, 
and they will do what is wise and discreet in the 
matter. 

4673. What do you mean by the Government ? 
— I mean the executive of the day ; we cannot 
ignore them. 

4674. Mr. Ayrton.] You go upon the prin- 
ciple that there must be somebody to do it ? — 
Yes. 

4675. If one gentleman is allowed to resign 
an office without resigning any salary, and 
another is appointed with an increase of salary, 
to be paid by the counties, does that, in your 
opinion, show a great desire on the part of the 
executive to protect the interests of the coun- 
ties ? — I think it shows a very bad state of tilings. 

4676. Colonel Forde.] Can you tell me how 
many alterations there are in Ireland every 
year? — I think many of those alterations are 
more ideal than anything else. 

4677. Do you know how many there are ? — 
I have not the least idea ?• — I think that if they 
were examined into very closely they would prove 
to be moonshine. 

4678. Would you be surprised to hear that 
there are 74,000 alterations in the year ? — They 
are very quickly made by interlining or putting 
in a new leaf. 

4679. That requires work? — Very little. The 
clerk of the union in the city of Cork makes 
out, twice a year, regular rate-books, and these 
books are made out by the clerks through all 
Ireland, at the salary they have ; we must all 
work, and the fewer drones we have the better. 

4680. Mr. Ayrton.] Has it come under your 
personal observation that the officers of the Valu- 
ation Board in the district in which you live, 
when they come there to perform their duties, 
idle and waste their time? — I know nothing 
about them ; they never call upon me. 

4681. You have never seen them or observed 
them in the performance of their duties so as to 
be able to form an opinion as to how they employ 
their time ? — No, they did not come near me ; 
they knew I was chairman of the board. 

4682. Then you have not any knowledge of 
the matter ? — No ; I should not know Mr. Robert 
Mayne if I saw him. 

4683. The O' Conor Don.] You stated, in reply 
to a member of tbe Committee, that the Board 
of Valuation stated that the valuation was 25 per 
cent lower than the annual letting value ; where 
did they state that, or how are you aware of it ? 
— I am not aware of it. 

4684. I understood you to say you were? — 
Ho ; I have heard it ; there is nothing in any of 



the Acts of Parliament that could bear out that 
statement ; I am not aware that there is anything, 
and it could not be in the Act of Parliament 
without my seeing it; I think if you had the 
former principle of justice restored in the Act 
according to the interests of tenants and land- 
lords, it would be more beneficial to the tenants 
than the existing state of the law. 

4685. I understood you to express an opinion 
against the competence of some of the officials 
of the Valuation Department; to what class 
of officials do you refer ? — I never intended 
to express such an opinion ; I was asked whether 
I was aware that any valuation had raised the 
value of the land beyond the primary valuation, 
and I said that I knew of such a case. I quoted 
the case of Mr. John Fraser, of Killikane, whose 
valuation was 102 L, and the valuation raised it 
to 1201.; I inquired of the clerk of the union 
how this was, seeing that it was contrary to the 
law. The clerk said, “ I called the valuator’s 
attention to it, and told him that I did not con- 
sider he had power to alter the valuation ; he 
replied, that the tenant was not paying a relative 
value, and he raised the amount, 18 1., because 
he considered the valuation too low.” That is 
the only thing 1 said that could bear on the 
department. 

4686. Of course, no one can be surprised at 
mistakes that are made in so vast a system as 
this, including so many persons in the employ- 
ment of the service; but I wished to know 
whether you had given the weight of your valu- 
able opinion against the competence of the 
Valuation Department in general, or against any 
class of its officers ? — Not against any class of its 
officers ; I put a great deal of it on the change of 
the law. 

4687. T presume you have not attempted to 
give any opinion to the Committee as to the 
competence of the present head of the depart- 
ment, of whom you have had no means of per- 
sonally judging? — I avoided the question alto- 
gether ; 1 could not answer it. 

4688. Without expressing any opinion as to 
the competence of particular individuals, you 
thought it would be a better constitution of the 
board if it had more than one head? — Decidedly. 

4689. You expressed that opinion and no 
other ? — That is Hie only tiling ; I think it would 
be a better arrangement, not meaning to say 
anything against the head of the department; 

I wish that to be distinctly understood. 

4690. Chairman.] I think you said that you 
were not acquainted with the head of the depart- 
ment? — Yes ; I never saw him. 

4691. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] I believe you 
stated that in your part of Ireland there has been 
very little change in the rents of late years ? — 
Very little. 

4692. That the rents were not fixed or altered 
by any direct reference to the market prices of 
Hie day ? — I think that is generally the case. I 
am agent on various properties. I am agent to 
Captain Johnson ; I am receiver in the county 
of Tipperary to Lord Kingston for a portion of 
his property there : I am also agent to Captain 
Spratt of the Royal Navy. For the last 14 or 15 
years I have never had to raise the rents or to 
alter them, and I have always been paid 
punctually. With regard to Captain Spratt’s 
property, I do not think there is more than 17 
or 18 per cent, difference between his letting 
value and the present valuation. 

Z 4693. Taking 
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Mr. 4693. Taking tlie south of Ireland generally, 

T. O Brien. as f ar a3 y OU are acquainted with it, not taking 
“ selected properties or the most considerately 

“ 8fi une managed properties, taking one with another, 

good and bad, has there been any tendency, or is 
there any tendency at this moment to a rise of 
rents? — Not the least that I know of in my 
part of the country. 

4694. Should you say that in your part of Ire- 
land rents were rather fixed by custom than by 
competition and commercial considerations ? — 
Yes. 

4695. Rather by a sort of customary under- 
standing than upon the pure commercial system 
that prevails in most parts of England and Scot- 
land? — Yes, I may state in connection with my 
own union that when the present Lord Kingston 
came into his estate it was a long time un- 
leased. He then gave 800 leases and he never 
raised a penny on the tenants. In the case of 
other m-operties, like the Duke of Devonshire, 
Lord Lansdowne, and Lord Listowel, there is 
the same contentment with the rents. They are 
real, not imaginary rents. 

4696. I am not talking of such properties as 
those, but of the counties generally ; taking one 
estate with another, is it your opinion that there 
is not a tendency to an increase of rent ? — I am 
not aware that there is any such tendency. I 
may state, however, that with regard to the 
estates sold in the Encumbered Estates Court, 
I believe there has been a considerable increase. 

4697. Colonel Forded] In the case of the new 
proprietors? — In the case of the new proprietors. 

4698. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.~\ I presume 
that for 6ome time after the famine, rents were 
necessarily reduced ? — In 1852 they were greatly 
reduced at the time of the passing of the Act of 
Parliament. 

4699. Have they been raised again, generally 
speaking, to the figure that prevailed before the 
famine 1 — In the famine in 1852 rents were very 
low. In 1854 there was a start. In 1855, at 
the time of the Crimean war, matters got up at 
once, and the improvement has continued. 

4700. Do you consider it an advantageous 
state of things for a landlord that the public 
valuation should be below the fair letting value 
of his land ? — I think it is an advantage to the 
landlord now that there should be a low valua- 
tion. 

4701. Do you think it is desirable for a land- 
lord that whereas he may be getting only a fair 
rent for his land he may appear to the public to 
be asking an excessive rent because the public 
valuation is below the fair letting value; do 
you think that that is a desirable state of things 

from a landlord’s point of view to keep up ? -If 

I understand the question rightly it is this: 
should rents be a basis for valuation, or should 
valuation be a basis for rents ? If that is so, I 
should say we should not have two principles 
like that; they would be like two negatives 
destroying each other. I would take the rents 
in the first instance as a criterion. If once you 
had a valuation in Ireland that people could rely 
on, public opinion and public observation would 
be brought to bear on the landlords, and they 
would be reasonable men. 

4702. You have not quite understood me: I 
am looking to the state of things which is com- 
mon in the south of Ireland, where the land- 
lord’s rent is considerably above the public 
valuation, not because the rent is too high, but 



because the valuation is too low, a state of 
things in which the landlord appears to he 
charging an exhorbitant rent for his land 
although he is not doing so ; do you think that 
that is a desirable state of tilings to keep up 
even in the interest of the landlord? — I do not 

4703. Mr. Herbert.'] Suppose a landlord had 
an estate 20 years ago, and upon that estate he 
laid out 20,000 Z., do you think it would be a 
hardship upon the tenants if, at the end of 20 
years, having expended so much money on the 
estate, lie raised the rents to give him interest for 
the money expended ?— That is a state of things 
that never occurred in my part of the country. 6 

4704. Suppose it did occur, do you think it 
would be a hardship to ask the tenants to pay 
interest on the money expended corresponclino- 
to the improvements done? — It would be reason- 
able if the tenant was benefited to that extent. 

1 have not known such an instance, and in Ire- 
land the less suppositions we have the better, for 
people will make every supposition a peg to hang 
an argument upon. 

4705. Suppose a man had bought an estate 20 
years ago, and had built farm-houses and drained 
the land at an expense of 20,000 Z., do you think 
it would be a hardship on the tenants if, at the 
end of that time, they were asked to pay interest 
on the money expended? — I think it reasonable 
that interest should be paid on the outlay. 

4706. Mr. Fitzioilliam Dick.] I understood 
you to say, that a new valuation in Ireland 
would not affect the general taxation of the 
country ? — It would if you had a change in the 
law, but not as the law at present stands ; as I 
said before, it is the same, whether the valuation 
is 12,000,000 Z. or 6,000,000 Z. 

4707. The taxation of the country is in pro- 
portion ^ to the wants? — Exactly so. Now that 
the equitable portion of the former law has been 
stamped out, it is the same whether the valua- 
tion is high or low. 

4708. Whether the land is valued at 1 Z. or 

2 Z., it makes no difference ; in the one case, if 
Is. in the pound is needed, in the other, 2s. 
would be required ?— Decidedly. 

4709. I think I understood you to say that, if 
the valuation was increased, the effect would be 
to lessen taxation upon the tenant, and increase 
it upon the landlord; supposing, for instance, 
a landlord had a rental of 1,000 Z. a year, and the 
rate was 1 s. in the pound, he would pay 1,000 
sixpences ? — I would not tax any man except 
upon his income. * 

4710. The effect would be, that it would 
lessen the taxation upon the tenant, and, conse- 
quently, increase it upon the landlord? — Yes, as 
it ought. 

4711. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] You spoke 
of the Earl of Kingston having made 800 
leases ? — Yes, it was a large number. 

4712. You reside, I believe, in the very 
centre of that property ? — I do. 

4713. Are you aware that the very fact of 
his having made those leases has altered, to a 
considerable extent, the feeling of the people of 
the country, and the appearance of the country. 
Has it made the people happy and contented %•*- 
Yes. 

4714. There has been a marked change ? — De- 
cidedly ; he has a happy and contented tenantry. 

4715. Mi-. Chichester Fortescue.] What is 
the term of those leases ? — Three lives, or 31 
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Mr. Henry Hutchings, called in ; and Examined. 



4716. Chairman.'] You are in the employ- 
ment of the General Valuation Office? — Yes. 

4717. How long have you been in the employ- 
ment of that office ? — Thirty years. 

4718. Are you in the first class? — Yes. 

4719. You have had very considerable expe- 
rience, I presume, in the in-door management 
and in the out-door valuations? — No; I have 
not been employed out of doors. 

4720. Only in the office ? — Yes. 

4721. The O'Conor Don.] You are one of the 
divisional superintendents, I believe ? — Yes. 

4722. Although you have not had experience 
in the field as a valuator, I suppose, in your posi- 
tion as a divisional superintendent, the work of 
the valuators comes before you a good deal? — 
Yes. 

4723. Have you had experience in the mode 
in which the valuation was carried on under the 
different Acts of Parliament? — Yes. 

4724. The valuation is supposed to be based 
upon the produce of the soil, valued according to 
a scale of prices mentioned in the Act ? — ft is 
supposed to be based on the agricultural prices 
according to a scale originally formed in the 
north of Ireland by the Commissioner of Valua- 
tion. 

4725. And according to a Beale of prices men- 
tioned in the Act of Parliament ? — Yes. 

4726. Is there not a department in Ireland 
that collects statistics connected with the pro- 
duce of the soil ? — Yes ; the Agricultural Statis- 
tical department. 

4727. Agricultural statistics are collected each 
year, and the value of the produce in the dif- 
ferent parts of Ireland is ascertained? — Yes. 

4728. Have you given any consideration to 
the question, whether those statistics might not 
be made available for valuation purposes ? — Yes, 
I think they would be very serviceable in con- 
nection with the valuation. 

4729. The two departments have a near relation 
to each other ? — Y es ; and there arc a great many 
facilities in the Valuation Office, by which the 
agricultural statistics could be more accurately 
made. 

4730. In the collection of the agricultural 
statistics, certain information is required which 
could be supplied at the Valuation Office? — 
Yes. 

4731. And if the two offices were connected 
the Valuation Office would afford great facilities 
in the collection of those statistics? — Great faci- 
lities. 

. 4732. On the other hand, would not a statis- 
tical department be of great service in assisting 
the Valuation Office in regard to the value of 
land ?— I think so ; it would supply a standard 
°f equitable valuation that does not at present 
exist 

4733. Mr. Ayrton.] In what way? — I think the 
true basis of valuation involves the consideration 
of that part of the produce which remains after 
the cost of production is satisfied. 

4734. How is that to be ascertained from agri- 
cultural statistics ? — A proper collection of agri- 
cultural statistics would of course give the 
whole produce, and, then you would deduct 
the gross expense; that could not be done at 
once all over Ireland, but in certain portions of 

0.57 1 



eacli union correct data as to the real outgoings 
of the fanner could be collected. 

4735. Are the agricultural statistics made 
upon the actual weight of crops ? — Yes. 

4736. After the crops are housed and weighed? 
• — They are made at present by estimates, which 
are very inaccurate ; by the aid of the valua- 
tion service they could be made very accurate. 
I have a schedule here which will give you some 
idea of it, but of course not with the accuracy 
that would be desired. 

4737. At present there are no returns of the 
cost of producing the crops? — No; there are no 
agricultural returns of the cost ; it is the gross 
produce of the land that is returned. The cal- 
culations I have were made from the average 
prices of produce given in Thom’s Directory. 

4738. The O' Conor Don. | You think that 
relatively one place with another the actual pro- 
duce of the soil would be of great use in esti- 
mating a valuation based upon that produce ? — I 
think so. 

4739. And assuming the cost to be compara- 
tively the same, the agricultural statistics could 
be used as a check in making the valuation rela- 
tive all over Ireland ? — Certainly. 

4740. You also believe that by connecting 
these two departments - the collection of agricul- 
tural statistics could be made more accurate than 
at present? — Much more so by amalgamating 
the Statistical Department with the Valuation 
Service. 

4741. Have you tested the valuation of any 
counties in Ireland by the actual produce ? — Yes, 
I have taken unions all over Ireland, and con- 
sidered the proportion of the produce in good 
lands and poor lands. 

4742. The cost of producing anything out of 
bad land I suppose is greater in proportion than 
the cost of producing it out of good land? — 

4743. And you have calculated the difference 
between the cost of production in those unions 
in Ireland where the land is poor, and those 
where it is rich? — Yes; the deduction in the 
poorest land which would represent the valua- 
tion, is equivalent to the tenth of the produce; 
in the best lands, one sixth ; that is considerably 
under what some of the best valuators have 
thought to be fair. 

4744. I think that Sir Richard Griffith, in 
the evidence he gave before the Committee of 
1844, stated that he adopted a somewhat similar 
principle? — Yes; his principle was a fourth off 
the best lands, a sixth off medium lands, and an 
eighth off the worst lands. 

4745. Does it appear from a comparison be- 
tween the actual produce of land and the valua- 
tion, that the northern counties are valued much 
higher than the rest of Ireland ? — No ; it would 
appear that the northern counties are almost all 
lower. 

4746. I believe it is admitted that the valua- 
tion in the north of Ireland approaches much 
nearer the rent that is paid to the landlord than 
the valuation of other parts of Ireland? — Yes; 
but the rent in the north of Ireland is essentially 
different from the rent in any other part of 
Ireland, because, added to the rent, there is 
the cost of tenant-right, which makes a material 
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Mr. H. difference. I consider the rent that which re-i lways regarded as equivalent to an addition to 
Hutchings, mains of the price when the cost of production the annual rent, and I am informed by persons 
— — is satisfied ; and to ascertain this remainder you thoroughly conversant with the question that 

86 6 must take into account all those matters which had tenants the option of taking the land at an 
1 9‘ make up the outgoings of the tenant. If the increased rent, without payment of tenant-ritrht 
tenant pays the landlord a yearly rent, and they would, as a rule, adopt this course. ° ' 



also pays two or three hundred pounds for his 
farm, the price of the produce must cover the 
interest of that money, and this interest becomes 
virtually part of his rent. 

4747. The interest upon the outlay for tenant- 
right is, in fact, an addition to the rent ? — It is 
an addition to the rent, and it is so considered. 



“ Yours faithfully, 

. “ Fred. Hurley. 

“ Henry Hutchings, Esq.” 

4748. Chairman.'] In your opinion the north 
is valued higher by 3 s. in the pound than the 
other parts of Ireland?— The valuation comes 



in oZrZ place the matter teyond ~n, I ™ t f? ’"f 1 *3 *• 

wrote to a friend of mine in the north' of Ireland Ire !? na are not the 

open the subject; and I have received these Sr* 6 TV 

letters from him. .. A 74 ?\ O’ 7 ™ 1 "- *'<”>■]. Do you think that 

it the interest ot the money invested was added 
cc 0 ~ , , tv to the rent, the valuation would be much higher 

“Denr Sir ’ S eCT7, as ““P™ 1 * *° thm it is in other parte of 

' . 73 April 1869. Ireland when compared to thereat ?-I We, u 

Since my return I have endeavoured to example, which will probably show whatT mean 
Formation relating to the subject Here is a portion of a towldand, the rent tf 
If I . h °P 0 ‘0 furnish which is 121.; the interest on the purchase- 

you m a few days with some instances bearing m0 ney would be 11. 10 s., makino together 

M‘SuLm e fof°the^ SrTnfT sTh a -u r ' 19 '' 10 *- ortl,e P r °P er rent; *= is 

i ro h™ 1 Wh^ • ®r S. Hamilton 10 t, which is a sum a little lower than the land- 



prefer an increased rent to payment of tenant- 
right, in proof of which he mentioned the follow- 
ing case, which came under his observation : a 
few years ago a farm of 75 acres, near Bally- 
kelly, in this county (my informant’s uncle being 
the out-going tenant), was taken by Mr. Robert 
Jackson, at an annual rent of 21. 10 s. per acre, 

trrRoT, lira looU *1, ii C • ,1 C , 1 



51J/., while the valuation is only 33 1. 

4750. Colonel Forde. | Tenant-right exists in 
other parts of the country as well, does it not? — 
In Ulster. 

4751. And in other parts? — I do not know. 



“3, Eerry Quay-street, Derry, 
“Dear Sir, “24 April 1869. 



OHUH.8UU, Ub an annual rent ot At. iUs. per acre, 47*0 Th, n i v .7 . . 

when he had the option of taking the same land , , u D ° n ^ . Yo " sa 7 * 18 no * 

the firm of Geo. Walters Sr Sm, auctioueem in rf'tSflcStotlvfot ft ft 

invariably re- ft “ 

you a more satisfactory letter in a few days but T ? , dletmc ‘ ‘ft 3 ' , The P r ?P er 

perhaps the foregoing information, although Ire deduom/^d tu ft, ft * e eftft 
scanty, may be useful. b are dedu cted, and that is the true test of valua- 

“ Yours faithfully, 4753. Do you think that rent in the north of 

“ Fred. Hurley. Ireland relatively to the value of the land, is 

“ Henry Hutchings, Esq.” much higher than in other parts, including 

tenant-right ? — I think not ; where there is open 
uo -ik , -w competition every thing reaches its proper level; 

«-n c- ierry Quay-street, Derry, the rent of the landlord and the tenant-right 
+ x. 24 April 1869. together form the real rent. The competition in 

,1 * . s .°. rr7 *° • , aa Jet r u ? ab ! e t0 8end y° u the north is as between tenant and tenant, whereas 

of ‘be farm at Bally- in the south it bas been between tenant Lndknd- 
kelly, mentioned in my last, owing to the lord, and both reach a level. 

ft “ B -r u 47 «- Do you not think that the competition in 

of ft perhaps the following ease may be the north would be greater on accoiiit of the 
at q WT, , terG f : , Fa ™ ° f 60 6tatu *f acrM manufacturing industry, and the consequent value 
held 3er *£b n B ft Donegal, of lane I ?-Ye“s, In that Way the rents would seem 

MoCorkell d ft G ’ ftft ft’ 7 mb' J ° hn ' 5 te , h ‘S her . the real equivalent not being imme- 
McBorKeli, at an annual rent of 72 1. The occu- diately perceptible. 

hiS Mr. Kfat, Fortes.] Should yon 

the Cd witlml' . Hadhe . If" wdlmg tolet not say that the competition between tenant and 
leldilv ohll * T '” 8 } te °° Ul , d , h 7 e ‘“antfor the tenant-right is far greater than the 
Whm- o ^7? °^ d ! ? d T d competition which decides the amonnt of the land- 

brother, Mr. Samuel MoCorkell, of Skeogh, lord's rent?— Most certainly. 

Burt county Donegal, wonld have willingly 4756. Therefore, taking the tenant-right to be 
SHI l “ on " ,1, . at he himself was m one point of view a portion of the rent, would 

llf7 fS,T r: °S 3 r. f P I0 P,° rtIon *» ‘h» T0lm of you not say that, upon the whole, rents in Ulster, 

• 7®“ r • almost superfluous to in yonr meaning of the term, including interest 
1731 mS i “f 3 ° f ? at 7 e ' a , 3 11 is woU V n ‘enant-rigEt, are more subject to Ae effects 
ad ™> are acquainted with the ques- of competition than they are in any other part of 

tion, that the amount paid for tenant-right is Ireland ?— Ycb, I think so. 

4757. In 
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47,57. In consequence of the fact that the com- 
petition for tenant-right is far keener than the 
competition for ordinary rent? — Yes, the com- 
petition is keener. 

4758. The O’ Conor Don.] Competition for 
tenant-right is keener, but the competition which 
decides the landlords’ rent does not exist in Ulster 
to any great extent ? — Not to any great extent. 

4759. The landlords do not let the land by com- 
petition, but by a valuation, the rents remaining 
much the same ? — Yes. 

4760. They let them according to the custom 
of the country ? — Y es. 

4761. It would be considered, I suppose, a 
breach of tenant-right, if a landlord were to set 
up a farm for competition ? — Yes, it would injure 
the landlord in popular feeling. 

4762. It is never done ? — It is hardly ever done. 

4763. Then you do not consider that the land- 
lord’s rent can be taken as a standard for valu- 
ation ? — I think not ; the landlord’s rent should 
not be taken as a standard for valuation at all, the 
proper object of the valuation being nett annual 
value, or that remainder in the price which I have 
already defined. 

4764. You say that the amount of produce that 
the soil brings forth, having the cost of pro- 
duction deducted from it, is really the right stan- 
dard on which the valuation should be based ? — 
That is the right standard. 

4765. And in arriving at that, I understand 
you to state that you consider the information 
acquired under the Agricultural Statistical De- 
partment would be of great service ? — I think it 
would be of great advantage to the country and 
the Government. It would act in two ways ; the 
valuation service would greatly increase the ac- 
curacy of the collection of the agricultural statis- 
tics, and ultimately render it perfect ; and the 
agricultural statistics again would reflect back its 
accuracy on the valuation service, and secure a 
relative valuation. 

4766. Have you prepared amap showing the dif- 
ferent proportions of tillage land in the different 
unions in Ireland? — Yes, this is it ( producing 
the same). The red colour shows the arable, 
and as it shades down it becomes less and less. 
The first is nearly all arable, the next half arable, 
the next one-third, and so on. Green represents 
pasture, and, in like manner, the! shades become 
less and less as the proportion of tillage decreases. 
In the west of Ireland there are some districts in 
which there is only a nineteenth part arable. 

4767. Has it been the practice in your division 
for the revisors, in making the annual revisions, 
to do the whole work in the field? — Yes ; that is 
the practice. 

47 68. The same practice as we have been told 
exists in other divisions ? — The same. 

. 4769. Is the work afterwards checked by you 
>n the office, as a rule ? — As a rule not, unless 
there is some error complained of, or some ques- 
tion raised. 

4770. It iB not the rule to go over every indi- 
vidual tenement that has been applotted in the 
country, and check it in the office ? — I have never 
known it done in my life. 

4771. There was never any instruction to do 
so ?— No. 

4772. Mr. Ayrton.'] Have you the instructions 
under which you manage your business in the 
office ? — I have, but not here ; I did not think it 
necessary to bring them with me. I had instruc- 

q 8 ^en 1 was appointed. 



4773. They were written instructions that you 
received ? — It was an instruction to Mr. Buck, 
who was then superintendent. 

4774. Have you bad no others since? — No 
others. 

4775. Colonel Forde.] You say you have been 
30 years in the office ? — Yes. 

4776. And have always been employed in the 
internal d epartment ? — Y es. 

4777. You have never been employed in the 
country, anywhere ? — Not anywhere. 

4778. So that all your information about tenant- 
right is from hearsay, and not from your own 
knowledge? — Yes, and most of the transactions 
of life depend on nothing more ; even the con- 
clusions of this Committee will be based on 
nothing better ; my statements, however, are 
sufficiently well authenticated, and arc sustained 
by the opinions of the ablest economists of the 
day. 

4779. Mr. Ayrton .] You do not know how 
much of the premium paid by the tenant was for 
mere good-will, and how much for stock and 
fixtures ? — No ; but goodwill is as much a sale- 
able commodity as stock. 

4780. Will you explain what is done by the 
persons in your division, and how their tune is 
occupied ? — The duties are those that have been 
described before; a continual preparation of 
maps, making copies for clerks of unions, and for 
the treasurers. 

4781. Are the people under you fully em- 
ployed? — They are very fully employed. 

4782. Are they regular in their attendance ? — 
They are regular in their attendance. 

4783. You consider that they do a full day’s 
work for their pay? — Yes. 

4784. Is there much absence from the office ? 
— My own office is well attended. 

4785. The work they have to do fully occupies 
their time ? — Yes. 

4786. Do you see any means of more eco- 
nomically using them if their time is fully occu- 

ied ; nothing more can be got out of them ? — 

hardly think there could, except by extra 
work. 

4787. With regard to the agricultural statistics, 
does your office supply the data with regard to 
occupation and area? — No; our office could 
supply it. 

4788. Where is it got from ? — It is collected 
annually by the police. 

4789. Are the police furnished with any list? 
— Yes, they are furnished with six or seven forms. 

4790. Are they not filled in with anything? — 
They are not filled in. 

4791. Do the tenants fill in all the details; the 
names, area, and so on ? — The collectors go round 
and ascertain from the tenants their names and the 
quantity of land, and how it is cropped, and then 
the form is filled up. 

4792. Your view is that the returns so made 
should be sent to your office for the purpose of 
checking the productive power of the land ? — I 
think so. 

4793. Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick.] You have been 
30 years in the office ? — Yes. 

4794. And you are in the first class? — Yes. 

4795. How long have you been in the first 
class?— I think since 1864. 

4796. Then you have risen gradually ? — Gradu- 
ally. 

4797. Who appointed you in the first instance ? 
— Sir Richard Griffith. 

z.3 4797. Who 
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4798. "Who promoted you to the first class ? — 

I must attribute all my promotions to Sir Richard 
Griffith. 

4799. Chairman.] He was the head of the 

office ?— Yes ; but I should add that I was°nomi- 
nated to the position of superintendent by Mr. 
John Kelly, and in this remarkable instance my 
promotion is attributable to bun. . _ 

4800. Are you aware of any dissatisfaction in 
the office on account of persons being put over 
the heads who were not entitled by merit to be so 
placed? — There were several cases of dissatis- 
faction. 

4801. Mr. Ayrton.'] I suppose all people who 
donot get promoted are dissatisfied ? — They could 
not all hope to be promoted. 

4802. They are dissatisfied when they are not ? 
— There is a great deal of general satisfaction; 
those are exceptional cases. 

4803. Mr. Fitswilliam Dick.] When they are 
dissatisfied they are ready to give evidence 
against the system ? — Yes ; but it should be re- 
membered that these cases of dissatisfied persons 
have not yet been brought forward. 

4804. Mr. Ayrton.] There is general satis- 
faction, but there are cases of dissatisfaction when 
people are not promoted ? — When persons have 
reason to consider others unfairly promoted. 

4805. Will you explain how this Table which 
you have put in is constructed : first, there is 
the area, you take that from the recognized area 
of the survey ? — Yes. 

4806. Then crops in extent, 8,721 ; what does 
that mean ; the extent of land under cultivation? 
— Yes; it is taken from the statistical return for 
the year 1866. 

4807. Do you suppose that it is tire farmer’s 
estimate of his land, or is it accurately taken from 
your own applotments? — Not from ours; I say 
it could best be done by our office. 

4808. It is taken from the farmer’s estimate? 
— I think it is checked by a return of the area 
from the Census Office ; they give the total 
area which the collector has to fill up. 

4809. The farmer fills up the quantity of land 
he supposes he has under crops? — Yes, or the 
collector fills it up for him. 

4810. It is done upon his estimate ? — Yes. 

4811. This represents the total of all the 
farmers’ returns of land under crops for the year ? 
—Yes. 

4812. The next is the value ; what do you mean 
by the value of the crops ; how do you get at it ? 
• — I calculate the value at the average rate given 
in Thom’s Directory ; 10 s. a hundredweight for 
wheat, oats 6 s. 6 d. a barrel, and so on. 

4813. You have taken each crop separately, 
and valued it according to the scale of prices in 
the Directory, and this is the aggregate ? — Yes. 

4814. The crops themselves are the estimated 
crops returned by the farmer for the year? — 
Yes. 

4815. I suppose there is an enormous amount 
of error in the whole operation ? — I cannot say 
that. 

4816. Is not the farmer apt to speak of having 
anything between two and three, or three and 
four quarters per acre, in that vague way ? — 
Yes. 

4817. And I suppose he fills in his return like 
it? — Yes. 

4818. Then you deduce from that an average, 
dividing the acreage by the value ? — Yes. 



4819. That brings out 99 Z. 11 s. the gross value 
per acre ? — Yes. 

4820. The whole area being 177,000 acres, and 
the crops 8,721 acres? — Yes. 

4821. That therefore leaves you in great con- 
fusion as to the value of any particular acres ?— 
No ; because the stock also is calculated. 

4822. I am speaking with regard to crops: 
there are only 8,000 acres under crops out of 
177,000 acres? — It is with regard to those 8,000 
acres that the calculations are made. 

4823. It becomes a mere arithmetical calcula- 
tion ? — Yes. 

4824. Then you treat the stock in the same 
way ; you have taken the whole of the returns, 
and valued them according to some scale of prices, 
and brought the value of the stock to what you 
here state, 175,233/.? — Yes. 

4825. The & Conor Don.] Is that done in the 
Agricultural Statistical Department? — No; that 
department merely gives the number of acres 
and the gross produce of the crop ; they do not 
give the price, nor do they calculate the amount 

4826. Do they give the value of live stock?— 
Yes. 

4827. Mr. Ayrton.] In that way you get the 
total gross value of the stock and crops, and one- 
tenth of that gross value you take as the rateable 
value ? — Yes ; I do not give it as anything ap- 
proaching to accuracy ; it is only an approxima- 
tion, and an example of how the agricultural 
statistics should be used in connection with the 
valuation. 

4828. The O' Conor Don .] You gave it in 
more as a relative comparison of one place with 
another, than as being accurate in any individual 
place? — Certainly; the whole thing is merely 
an estimate, as the valuation itself is, and both 
estimates check each other relatively. 

4829. Mr. AT Carthy Downing.] Are you aware 
that printed forms are sent annually to the board 
of guardians, and that each guardian gives his 
estimate of the quantity of crops grown in his 
electoral division, which is a vast advantage in 
checking the returns ? — I am aware of that. 
Every possible effort is made to make the return 
accurate. 

4830. You read two letters from the north of 
Ireland, in which it was stated that the tenants 
would rather pay an additional rent for land than 
pay a sum of money for the purchase of tenant 
right? — Yes. 

4831. Of course that would he in case the 
tenant-right was still continued; you do not 
mean that the tenant would rather pay an addi- 
tional rent if the tenant-right was not continued 
to him ? — He would exchange the fee paid for 
tenant-right for an increased rent. 

4832. He would have a right to hold his land 
while he paid his rent ? — Tenant-right, as giving 
an advantage with regard to the holding of the 
land, is an invaluable thing ; I do not suppose 
that to be removed. 

4833. Yon would not give that up ? — Certainly 
not. 

4834. Chairman.] You have been constantly 

in the office at Dublin'; can you tell the Com- 
mittee if there is any foundation for a report tha 
when it was arranged that the Committee shorn 
be appointed there was a great burning of papers 
connected with the office? — There was a report? 
but I know nothing of it. . 

4835. There was a report to that effect." 
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4836. Mr. Ayrton."] What do you mean ; 
whose report ? — A great quantity of smoke was 
seen coming out of the chimney, and several per- 
sons drew attention to it. Papers were seon flying 
out of the chimney, and something was said about 
documents being burnt; I know nothing of it 
except that. 

4837. Who spoke about it ? — Several persons. 

4838. Who were the several? — I do not re- 
member their names just now. 

4839. Cannot you specify anybody ? — I would 
rather not. 

4840. I would rather you would, if you say 
that some one told you that records or documents 
were being burned ? — I saw the smoke myself. 



4841. Where ? — From the chimney of the back 
store. 

4842. When ? — I suppose three or four weeks 
ago. 

4843. Did you see it from outside ? — No ; from 
inside. 

4844. You saw the smoke coming from the 
chimney ? — Yes ; and I saw papers flying out of 
the chimney ; I know nothing more than that. 

4845. Colonel Forde. J How did you know 
they were papers ? — Anyone would know a 
burnt paper. 

4846. Mr. Ayrton.] Who was in charge of the 
Btore ? — The storekeeper. 



Mr. Thomas O’Brien, recalled ; and further Examined. 



4847. Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing .] You gave an 
instance of letting land at a high rent, 275 l., 
and a fine of 1 ,000 l . ; did you make a lease in 
that case ? — I did. 



4848. On what terms ? — It was a lease of three 
lives or 61 years, and a life in reversion. I 
would not have got the money if I did not make 
the lease. 
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Thursday , 15 th July 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT : 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Viscount Crichton. 

Mr. Fitzwilliam Dick. 
Mr. M'Carthy Downing. 
Colonel Forde. 

Mr. Chicester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 

Colonel Greville. 

Sir F rederick Heygate. 



Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Hunt. 

Mr. George Moore. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollavd-U rquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH, in the Chair. 



Sir Richard Griffith, called in ; and further Examined. 



Sir 4849. Chairman.'] The Committee, under- 

R. Griffith, standing that you wish to give some further evi- 

dence in reply to some attacks that have been 

15 July made upon you, have decided, for your conveni- 
*869. ence and the convenience of the persons con- 
cerned, to hear you again ? — The object that I 
have in view is chiefly of a personal nature, be- 
cause of the attacks and statements that have 
been made by two of the witnesses examined 
before this Committee, Mr. O’Reilly and Mr. 
Hitchcock, which affect my public, as well as 
private, character. I, therefore, think it right, if 
the Committee will allow me, shortly to state 
what those persons have endeavoured to show, 
and to assert that their statements are not cor- 
rect. 

4850. Do you prefer to hand in a statement, 
or to be examined ? — I prefer being open to ex- 
amination ; I have only written down the facts. 
First of all, Mr. O’Reilly, at Question 2534, 
made a statement that Sir Richard Griffith said 
that Mr. Greene was not a valuator. This state- 
ment has been supposed to have been made by 
me at the time when I called upon the whole of the 
establishment that was in Dublin to attend at the 
V aluation Office, when Mr. O’Reilly was to prefer 
charges against Mr. Greene and other parties, 
and which ended in his proving nothing. He 
states, that I said on that investigation that Mr. 
Greene was no valuator ; I did not say any such 
thing. 

4851. Mr. Hunt.] What is the number of the 
question that you refer to ? — No. 2533. 

4852. I will read it : “ Did you prefer a eharge 
against Mr. Greene? — I did. What was that 
charge ? — The first charge was that of incompe- 
tence for the position of superintendent of the 
valuation, he himself not having any knowledge 
of the value of either lands or houses. I was In 
Galway at the time of making these charges, and 
they were thought of sufficient importance to be 
investigated. The first charge entered upon was 
that of incompetence, or want of knowledge of 
the value of either lands or houses, which I con- 
ceive to be essential in a superintendent. The 



then Commissioner of Valuation, Sir Richard 
Griffith, said repeatedly before 23 or 24 of his 
valuators and principal office assistants, that 
though Mr. Greene had no pretensions to a know- 
ledge of the value of either lands or houses, he 
was perfectly competent to carry out his duties 
under his directions, against whom he supposed 
that I had no objections, as to any want of quali- 
fication as Commissioner of Valuation. He 
admitted what I charged against Mr. Greene 
with regard to his want of knowledge, and that I 
considered to be a proof, for it acknowledged 
what I stated. I stated no more.” Is that the 
part? — Yes. What I stated was, that I con- 
ceived that Mr. Greene was perfectly competent 
to perform all the duties that he was called upon 
to perform ; and, besides that, I was always avail- 
able, in case of any difficulty arising, to give 
advice and assistance. That is what I said. 

4853. The O' Conor Dow.] Did you state 
nothing about his knowledge as a valuator?— 
To the best of my belief, I did not. There 
were many persons present, and they all stated 
that I did not say that. 

4854. Chairman.] Do you remember ever 
having said, at any other time, that Mr. Greene 
was not a valuator? — I do not ever remember 
having stated so. 

4855. Have you any further communication to 
make to the Committee? — I wish to add to what 
I have already said, that long before Mr. Greene 
was appointed to be superintendent, he was in 
the habit of going down on our appeals, at- 
tending Mr. Boyan, or whoever was the cluet 
valuator, to check the appeals, valuing with them. 
I have often examined his valuations, and I have 
compared them with Mr. Boyan’s, and I have 
found them to come sufficiently near, besides 
which Mr. Greene has, on evidence, shown that e 
served his time to Messrs. Brassington & Gme, 
of Dublin, and that he made a valuation 0 4 
larg'e estate for sale hims elf before he joined my 
establishment. 

4856. Chairman.] Was that stated by l" 1, 

Greene himself ?— Yes. „„ 

4857. Mr- 
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4857. Mr. Hunt.'] With regard to Mr. O’Reilly’s 
evidence, can you identify the occasion 
which Mr. O’Reilly spoke ? — The occasion was 
at a meeting that I called for the purpose of 
allowing Mr. O’Reilly to prosecute his complaint 
against "Mr. Greene and other parties, who were 
employed in the valuation service. 

4858. Do you specifically deny that you used 
the expressions, or anything like the expressions, 
which Mr. O’Reilly has attributed to you ? — I 
do not believe that I said anything like stating 
that Mr. Greene was no valuator, for I knew 
perfectly well at the time that he was. 

4859. Chairman.'] Do you say still that he is 
a valuator of houses and land ? — Yes, I do ; it is 
to he observed that during the whole of the time 
that Mr. Greene was employed until I retired 
from the service he acted under me. I was 
always with him, and worked with him, but on a 
decision being come to, the decision is not his 
alone, but it was the combined result of his opinion 



and mine. 

4860. Mr. Ayrton .] Let me call your attention 
to Question 2554, and the answer to it : “ Did 
you hear from Mr. Kelly that the reason of his 
difference with Sir Richard Griffith was his re- 
fusing to charge the tune employed on that map 
to the counties ? A. No ; Mr .Kelly told me, about 
the year 1847 or 1848, when he was employed in 
the Museum of Irish Industry in Stephens’ 
Green, after he had resigned his office in the 
valuation service, that the first time that lie 
thought Sir Richard Griffith took a dislike to 
him was after he had been a month or some short 
time out with a Mr. J ukes, a professor of geology 
in the Dublin Museum. Mr. Jukes made an 
application to Sir Richard Griffith, as I have 
been told by Mr. Kelly, for Mr. Kelly to be 
allowed to accompany him for some little time to 
make a survey. Mr. Kelly was about a month 
away, and when he came back it was about the 
time of furnishing his monthly accounts. The 
Commissioner used to attend at the office every 
day when he was in Dublin, during the time of 
Mr. Kelly, and when he called one morning Mr. 
Kelly asked him to what account he should 
charge the time that he had been with Mr. Jukes 
in the country ; the Commissioner said, ‘ To the 
valuation.’ Mr. Kelly said, ‘ How can I charge 
it to the valuation, not having done anything 
upon it ? I cannot conscientiously do it.’ These 
were substantially the words, as told me by Mr. 
Kelly. The Commissioner then said angrily 
that he would pay for it himself”? — The whole 
of that statement is false; Mr. Jukes did not 
come to Ireland until December 1850, conse- 
quently Mr. Kelly could not have accompanied 
Mr. Jukes before he came into the country. But 
I think that the statement is not altogether with- 
out some colour, because it refers to a different 
fame and to a different party. It might have 
been about the year 1847, that a friend of mine, 
as many of my geological friends did, came over 
to Ireland, and he wished to examine some lo- 
cality ; I believe it was the Silurian district, in 
the chair of Kildare, and he wished me to go with 
Mm. I said that I could not go, and then Mr. 
Kelly offered to go with him. He was away 
three days, and not a month ; and when he came 
back thpre was a discussion between Mr. Kelly 
and me as to what should be done about the time. 
1 said, “ Of course it cannot be charged to the 
valuation.” He said, <c I cannot pay it ; I am a poor 



man ; and, as he was your friend, I think you 
ought to pay it yourself.” I said, “ I think I 
will, I think I ought to pay it ” ; and I did so. 
There was no quarrel between Mr. Kelly and 
me in consequence. 

4861. There is a statement made, in answer to 
Question 2367, respecting Avork by carpenters 
employed in the Valuation Office ? — Yes. 

4862. Can you give the Committee any expla- 
nation as to that? — I can; the carpenters 
AYcre employed, during my absence, in making 
some alteration in my drawing-room in Dublin, 
and they afterwards sent me in their bill for 
doing it, amounting to 8 l. 3 s. I thought that 
it Avas a heavy charge, and I asked Mr. Melon, 
one of the superintendents of the Board of Works, 
to value and examine it, and he said that it was 
rather a high chai-ge, but that it Avas not worth 
Avhile to object to it; and, consequently, I did 
pay one of the name of Byrne 5 /. 3 and 
another of the name of Doyle 3 7. ; that was the 
entire transaction. 

4863. Mr. Hunt.] Did you employ these 
carpenters on your pwvate account ? — Yes, and 
I paid them on my private account ; I Avas not 
in Dublin, and they Avere engaged at the time in 
making alterations in the office ; they Avere em- 
ployed not by me, but by another party ; one of 
the persons who kneAv that I wished to have it 
done. He told these people to do it; it Avas kept 
in a separate account, and it Avas so paid. 

4864. By you? — Yes. 

4865. Chair man.] Was not the carpenter also 
employed in repairing some houses that Mr. 
Greene Avas building near to Bray? — I know 
nothing about that. 

4866. Mr. Ayrton.] So far as the carpenter 
Avas employed on your private account, you paid 
him, did you not? — Yes. 

4867. It is stated, in answer to Question 3923, 
that persons in the Valuation Office Avere em- 
ployed for your own private purposes, and that 
charges Avere made to the valuation for your 
private business ? — That is true. I am very fond 
of architecture and of improving houses ; and 
when I have been in the country, in Ireland, I 
have very often suggested improvements to 
friends when I have Been engaged on public 
business, and I have frequently drawn plans, and 
had them copied, and I have sent them down 
into the country. It went on for a considerable 
time, and at length it occurred to me that it ought 
to be paid for. I then requested Mr. Greene 
to see what time the draughtsmen had been occu- 
pied in making those draAvings for me. He did 
so, and he found that it was divided into two ; 
that there was one for valuation service, and one 
for boundary service; the first amounted to 
1 1 1. 7 s. 6 d. for the valuation service, and 
9 1. 13 s. 6 d. for the boundary survey, which was 
paid in the year 1864. I believe that Mr. Bolton 
has the statement from the accountant, shoAving 
that that money was paid and expended by him 
for the respective services. 

4868. I suppose that those plans were of no 
private advantage to you ? — None whatever ; it 
was merely to oblige some gentlemen in the 
country. 

4869. Chairman.] Nor Avas it any advantage 
to' the counties at whose expense they Avere made ? 
— Certainly not. I have no other observations 
to make ; I have mentioned the only statements 
that Avere made Avith reference to me personally. 

A a 4870. Mr. 



Sir 

JR. Griffith. 

l 5 July 
1869. 
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Sj r 4870. Mr. Hunt.'] At Question 2563 there is 

It. Griffith, this: “During the time that you were employed 

in the office, was there a person there of the name 

)5 July of Skip ? — There was a son of a man named Skip 
i8by. employed as a messenger for a short time, but he 
was dismissed, I believe, for some misconduct, and 
he enlisted. The Skip to whom reference was 
made here is John Skip, the Commissioner’s but- 
ler ; I never knew him to be employed on the 
valuation. Q. Young Skip was, I believe, dis- 
missed for drunkenness ? — He was. Q. Was the 
wife employed at Bagot-street as housekeeper ? 
— She was housekeeper in No. 10 for some time, 
probably five or six years. Q. Do you know 
that 50 1. a-year was paid out of the public funds 
for some time to Skip ? — So I understood. Q. Skip 
at that, time was in the private service of Sir 
Bichard Griffith? — He wore the striped livery 
jacket, of a butler and household servant.” What 
were the circumstances connected with that 
man Skip? — I will tell you. Before the Valua- 
tion Office was established in Dublin the Boun- 
dary Survey Office was in Bagot-street, and I 
was authorised by the Treasury to hire an 
office, for which I was to be allowed 100 1. a-yea~, 
and to appoint a messenger, for whom I was to be 
allowed 50/. a-year. Skip was the man whom I 
employed, and lie continued in that office, taking 
care of it, and acting as messenger and attendant. 
Afterwards, when 1 built my hou»e and an office 
behind it, I continued to employ Skip; lie 
attended at the office and he slept there; he 
attended at the office during the whole day, and 
at night lie attended as servant at my house. 

4871. Were you at that time paying him any 
wages as a private servant l — No, he was fed in 
the house. 

4872. Chairman.] Is it the fact that Skip is 
receiving now a retired allowance on account of 
his services in the Valuation Office? — He is. 

4873. Mr. M' Curtin / Doicninr/.] While he was 
receiving a salary as a public servant, he was re- 
ceiving from you a salary as your private servant? 
— Ho was my private servant in the night, and 
the entire of the d v he acted as caretaker and 
as messenger. I had another private servant; 
in the house; Skip’s son was my footman, and he 
wore my livery ; lie was never paid for by the 
public. 

4874. Is not this the fact, that while he was a 
public servant, receiving a salary, he did wear 
your livery as your private servant? — He did 
not, ever. 

4875. Did he not receive a salary from you 
as a private servant? — No; he received his 
food. 

4876. I understood you to say that Mr. Greene 
was perfectly competent to discharge his duties, 
you being in the office ? — I did. 

4877. Did uot that import this, that it was 
necessary you should be there as head of the 
department, to justify you in saying that Mr. 
Greene was competent to discharge his duties ? — 
I thiuk that Mr. Greene was competent, but as I 
was head of the department I must therefore have 
acted with him as I had done with Mr. Kelly 
before ; he might be considered to be competent 
in the same way ; they had both been acting in 
the service in the same capacity, and they were 
as competent as any other valuators that I had. • 

4878. Do not you think it likely that your answer 
would convey the idea that Mr. Greene was not 
as competent to discharge his duties as he was 



with you being there as head of the department? 
— I think it was an advantage to have both. 

4879. Would not your answer be likely to lead 
persons to suppose that you did not consider him 
perfectly competent ? — I said that I thought he 
was perfectly competent to perform his duties 
with me as head of the department. 

4880. Do you know Mr. McGarrey ? — I can- 
not say that 1 do ; I have heard of him ; I have 
not seen him ; I should not know him if I saw 
him. 

4881. Do you mean to say that you never 
made use of the expression which has been re- 
peated in his presence ? — I do not know him ; I 
do not recollect ever having spoken to liim in mv 
life. 

4882. May you not have used that expressien 
in his presence ? — I am sure I never did. 

4883. You are not positive that you did not 
do so ? — I am positive that I have stated what I 
did say, and Mr. O’Reilly may have taken it up 
differently. My intention was to say that I con- 
ceived that Mr. Greene was perfectly competent 
to perform all the duties of liis office 

4884. You will admit that the position of head 
of that department is a very important one ?— 
I do. 

4885. Are you also of opinion that no person 
employed in that office should be a partisan ?— 
Certainly. 

4886. I take it for gi-anted that, if you were at 
the head of that department, and found that there 
was a partisan who had committed a gross act, 
you would think it your duty to remove him ? — 
That would depend upon what the gross act was. 

4887. If one person in the office had endea- 
voured to corrupt another, and incite him to do 
an improper act, would that, in your opinion, be 
an act for which he ought to be removed ? — If it 
was proved, of course. 

4888. You think that? — I cannot tell, the 
question is so peculiar. 

4889. I put the general question to you first; 
if a person in the office, receiving a salary, had 
attempted to corrupt another to do an improper 
act, would you thiuk it your duty to remove 
him? — I would, but ir would of course depend 
upon the enormity of the act. 

4890. Do you know Mr. George Irwin ? — 
Yes, I do. 

4891. Is he now in the first class? — He is. 

4892. Do you know Mr. Hurford ? — I do. 

4893. Is he a brother-in-law of Mr. Irwin? — 
I believe he is. 

4894. Have you any doubt about it? — None. 

4895. Do you know Mr. Perrin ? — Yes. 

4896. I believe he is a man who has enjoyed 
your good opinion?— I cannot say that 1 know 
more of him than of others. 

4897. Are you aware that Mr. Irwin was a 
valuator at Bandon? — He was local revisor at 
Bandon. 

4898. Bandon is a Parliamentary borough, is 
it not? — Yes. 

4899. Do you remember any complaints having 
been made of Mr. Irwin with regard to his con- 
duct as revisor ? — Not to me. I believe that a 
letter was written by you to Mr. Greene. 

4900. "Was he removed? — He was, I believe, 
in consequence of your letter. 

4901. And without having any investigation? 
— Yes; we thought it advisable to change his 
position. I did not look whether it was true 

or 
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or uot. I thought it was desirable he should be 
removed on account of the prejudice created 
flo-ainst him by the complaint, and then I believe 
you wrote a thankful letter to Mr. Greene. 

4902. Were the charges that were made 
against him specific ? — The letters were not ad- 
dressed to me. 

4903. Did you notread them? — I did; but I 
do not recollect them. 

4904. Have you not read them lately? — No. 

4905. Do you know whether Mr. Greene has 
the letters? -I believe he has.. 

4906. Did you, upon specific charges being 
made against Mr. Irwin for improper conduct, 
and without any investigation, remove him? — I 
did not believe the charges. 

4907. And yet you punished the man? — It 



was no punishment to remove him to another 
place in the same position. 

490S. Was it after Mr. Irwin was removed 
that Mr. Hurford was sent toBandon? — No, I 
do not think that he was sent in his place. 

4909. Mr. Perrin was also engaged there, I 
believe ? — I do not know. 

4910. Suppose for a moment that he was, and 
that Mr. Hurford, brother-in-law of Mr. Irwin, 
had written to him a letter, and that lie had 
given the letter to the Conservative agent of 
that borough to influence the revisor, was not 
that a most improper act; that Mr. Perrin should 
be influenced to lower some valuations, and in- 
crease others? — I think that it was very im- 
proper, if such occurred. 



Sir 

/?. Griffith. 

l.riTly 

lSOcj. 
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Thursday , 22 nd July 1869. 



MEMBERS PRESENT: 



Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. M‘ Car thy Downing. 
Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 
Colonel French. 

Sir Frederick Heygate. 
Mr. Herbert. 

Mr. Hunt. 



Mr. George Moore. 
The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mi*. Stacpoole. 

Mr. Sullivan. 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FRENCH in the Chair. 



Sir Richard Griffith, called in ; and further Examined. 



4911. Mr. Chichester FortescueJ] Do you put 
in the correspondence which passed between the 
department and Mr. M'Carthy Downin'’ 1 ? — 
Yes. 

[The following Correspondence was handed in : — ] 
“(Strictly confidential.) 

“ Sir, Skibbereen, 24 Nov. 1867. 

J large and influential portion of the con- 
stituency of the borough of Bandon-bridge hav- 
ing lost all confidence m Mr. Irwin as revisor of 
tenements within the borough, a memorial has 
been prepared to you, signed by some of those 
electors and others, asking you to remove Mr. 
Irwin and to appoint in his place some person 
whose political feelings would not interfere with 
his duty. That memorial has been sent to us, 
and before it would be acted on, it occurred to me 
that the object of the memorial may be attained 
without forwarding the document to you, and 
without injury to Mr. Irwin in his official capacity. 
Those objects would be attained if you would 
have Mr. Irwin removed before the next revision, 
which I believe comes on in a few days, and 
thus a good deal perhaps of annoyance and un- 
pleasant feeling would be saved to all parties. 

“ I have the honour to remain, 

“ Your obedient servant, 
r, • , (signed) “ M‘ C. JDuwninu. 

Richard Griffith, Esq. LL.D., 

“ Custom House, Dublin.” 



Sir V Dublin, 2nd December 1857. 

I am directed by Mr. Griffi th to acknowledge 
the receipt of your letter of the 24th ultimo, re- 
specting Mr. George Irwin, the revisor stationed 
at Bandon, and I am to inclose herewith for your 
information an extract from the written instruc- 
tions issued to all revisors with a view to pre- 
vent such interference as that you complain of. 
If Mr. Irwin has infringed these instructions in 
any degree, he will be dealt with accordingly : 
but as the next rate will not be struck in the 
Bandon union before the month of August next, 



Mr. Griffith will, in the mean time, effect an 
arrangement calculated to afford satisfaction to 
all parties interested. 

“ I am, Sir, 

“ Your obedient servant, 
(signed) “ J. Ball Greene, 

“ Sujierintendent. 

“ J. M'Carthy Downing, Esq., &c. &c.” 

“ Prospect House, Skibbereen, 

“ Sir, _ 5 December 1867. 

“ I am in receipt of your note of the 2nd inst., 
and through you thank Mr. Griffith for his prompt 
attention to my communication with reference to 
Mr. Irwin, which I consider satisfactory, and will 
so intimate to the electors of Bandon (who havehad 
cause to complain of his conduct) by requesting 
that no memorial or complaint will be forwarded 
for the present. I must, too, express my pleasure 
at the full and explicit directions contained in the 
circulars from your office to revisors, which, if 
attended to, and respected by them, would render 
any complaints impossible. 

“ I remain, yours respectfully, 
(signed) “ M‘ C. Downing. 

“ J. B. Greene, Esq., 

“ 108 Bagot-street, Dublin.” 

4912. Mr. MCarthy D owning. The last 
question that I put to you when you were here 
on the last occasion was this : “ Suppose for a 
moment that he was, and that Mr. Hurford, 
brother-in-law of Mr. Irwin, had written to him 
a letter, and that he had given the letter to th e 
Conservative agent of that borough to influence 
the revisor, was not that a most improper act; 
that Mr. Perrin should be influenced to lower 
some valuations and increase others ? — I thin* 
that it was very improper” ? — Yes. 

4913. Have you since this day week made any 
inquiry as to that letter ? — I believe that some 
inquiry was made. 

4914. Is the letter now here? — Yes; there 

are two letters. • m 

[The 
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[ The following Letters were handed in and 
read : — ] 

“ 101, Jermyn-street, St. James’s, London, 
“Dear Sir, 16 July 1869. 

« TnE Secretary of the Treasury has directed 
me to produce before the Committee all the 
letters that have been referred to by the different 
witnesses. I have therefore to request you will 
obtain from Mr. Perrin and send me the letter 
which Mr. Hitchcock stated in his evidence had 
been written by Mr. Hurford to a Mr. Doherty, 
in Bandon, introducing him to Mr. Perrin, with 
the view of influencing the latter in the revision 
he was about to make of Bandon. If Mr. Perrin 
has not this letter, you will request him to make 
an official statement in writing of the date at 
which it was written, what it contained, and what 
has become of the original. 

“ Yours, truly, 

“ J. Ball Greene. 

“ R. Fredk. Shaw, Esq.” 



“ 27, Frankfort Avenue, 
“Dear Sir, 20 July 1869. 

“ In reply to your note of the 17th inst., re- 
questing me to forward an official statement of a 
circumstance referred to by Mr. Hitchcock in his 
evidence before the Valuation Committee, I am 
of opinion that such an explanation should be 
only rendered (without incurring a serious charge 
of contempt) to the Committee now sitting, either 
personally or by their order. I beg therefore to 
say, very respectfully, that I must decline to 
furnish a written statement of a matter involving, 
possibly, such grave consequences, without further 
consideration. 

“ I remain, dear sir, 

“ Yours, very truly, 

“ Wm. H. Perrin. 

“ P.S. — I do not remember that the name ‘ Mr. 
Doherty’ occurs in Mr. Hitchcock’s evidence.” 

4915. Are you aware of anything connected 
with the letter of the 20th of July 1869, signed 
“William H. Perrin”? — I know nothing what- 
ever about it ; I never even heard of it until it 
was mentioned here the other day. 

4916. I am quite sure you will agree with me 
in saying that a person filling an important situa- 
tion like that of Mr. Irwin’s, should not make 
himself very prominent as to matters of religion 
or politics ? — -I think it would be very undesira- 
ble, and I think if the Committee had before them 
the instructions that were written to the revisors, 
it would be useful. 

4917. I take it for granted that instructions 
were issued to those gentlemen that they should 
not interfere in 6uch matters ? — Yes. 

4918. Did you ever see a copy of that 
pamphlet {handing the same to the Witness), that 
was written by Mr. Irwin ? — No, I never saw it ; 
I never heard of it until it was mentioned in this 
Committee. 

4919. Did you not read it? — No, I did not ; I 
have great objection to things of that kind, and 
therefore I would not read it. 

4920. With regard to Mr. Hurford, I asked 
you before whether he was not a brother-in-law 
of Mr. Irwin ? — I believe he is. 

4921 . Are you aware that Mr. Hurford is a 
Writer for several periodicals and newspapers ? — 
I am not aware of it. 

4922. Are you not aware that he is the special 
0.57. 



correspondent of the “ Express ” newspajier ? — I 
am not aware of it. 

4923. Do you not know that he attends meet- 
ings and races, and reports to the “ Sporting 
Times,” and other papers ? — I am not aware of 
it, but I know that Mr. Hurford is very 
anxious for athletic sports, and he persuaded me 
to become a member, and I am not sure that he 
is not now secretary of the Civil Service Asso- 
ciation for encouraging athletic sports in Dublin, 
and of which the late Lord Lieutenant but one 
was very fond, but I confess that I always ob- 
jected to interfere in matters of that kind. 

4924. Do you remember any complaints having 
been made to you in the year 1860, with regard 
to the revision of certain wards in the city of 
Dublin, during Alderman Reynold’s lifetime ? — 
I do not recollect; but there may have been, it 
is so long ago, it is nine years ago ; but things 
of that kind might occur without my recollect- 
ing it. 

4925. Have you no recollection of it? — No, I 
have not. 

4926. Do you not recollect investigating the 
complaints ? — No. 

4927. The charge was this, that in 13 wards 
in the City of Dublin the valuation which ought 
to have been 5,000 1. was only 3,200 1. ?— There 
may have been some report upon it, but I do not 
recollect it; if a complaint came it would, no 
doubt, have been examined into and reported 
upon, but I have no recollection of it ; however, 
I am sure, from my knowledge of the man who 
conducts the valuation in Dublin, that he is per- 
fectly incapable of interfering in that manner ; I 
do not believe it is possible, because I have 
known him so long. He was for many years em- 
ployed by the Poor Law Commissioners, and he 
came back to me ; he has made the valuation of 
Dublin, and a more correct man, I think, does not 
exist. 

4928. Do you not think under all the circum- 
stances that it would be very advisable if there 
was some other person or persons united with the 
Chief Commissioner in reference to the internal 
management and general arrangements of the 
department ? — I do not see how it could be better 
managed, but if you will just describe the kind of 
interference that you think there should be, I 
6hall be better able to answer. 

4929. Suppose, for example, that the Chief 
Commissioner was to a certain extent associated 
with the Poor Law Commissioners, and that those 
persons who sought for employment had to pass 
through a competitive examination, do you not 
think that it would be very advisable if some 
person, or persons, were associated with the Chief 
Commissioner ? — I think if he was to be associated 
with anyone, it should be with the Chairman of 
the Board of Works. 

4930. Do you not think, in order to create 
more confidence or to remove impressions which, 
whether erroneous or not, are abroad, it would be 
beneficial if there was some one to share in the 
responsibilities of the office ? — As to the fact of 
recommending young men for nomination, I do 
not see any objection, hut I think, as the chair- 
man of the Board of Works is always a scientific 
man, and as the examination is of a scientific 
character, it is desirable that he should be the 
person, if such addition should be made. 

4931. Has the Chief Commissioner at the pre- 
sent time power to remove any person in the 

a a 3 department 
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Si r department of his own mere will and pleasure ? — 
R. Griffith. He ha 8 not - 

— ~ 4932. What course is taken, if a person is con- 

22 July eidered to be incompetent, or has done an act for 
lStjj. which the Chief Commissioner thinks he ought to 
be removed ? — Such au event never has occurred, 
but in that case lie would report to the Treasury. 

4933. Did you, when you were in office, never 
remove any pei'son or persons as you pleased ? — 
I am speaking of the time since the department 
was put under the Treasury ; formerly, it was 
under the Lord Lieutenant, when the Commis- 
sioner, by Act of Parliament, had full power 
to appoint and to dismiss, but since the valuation 
has been placed under the Treasury, the Com- 
missioner of Valuation has no power to remove 
anybody. 

4934. He recommends, does he not? — Yes. 

4935. Mr. Stacpoole.] If the Commissioner 
makes a recommendation, do the Treasury always 
cany it out ? — Yes, hitherto they have ; I believe 
that they had full confidence in me, and I always 
took great pains in recommending a candidate 
for examination, to ascertain that he was a person 
of sufficient education; I did not go so far as to 
examine him as to his scientific knowledge, but 
that he had sufficient education. 

4936. Mr. M‘Carthy Downin' /.I Of course, 
the present Commissioner enjoys also the confi- 
dence of the Treasury, aud I presume that the 
recommendation by him is generally acted upon ? 
—I daresay it would be, ""but it has not been 
hitherto made. 

4937. Mr. Stacpoole.] It would appear that 
nominally the Treasury does it, but in reality the 
Commissioner does it? — Yes; he has the power 
to recommend it, but I do not think there has heen 
any recommendation made since I ceased to be 
Commissioner. 

4938. Mr. M‘ Car thy D owning.'] Suppose that 
a vacancy occurs for a first or second clerk in the 
office, what means are taken to ascertain the 
capabilities of the candidate for such a situation, 
or suppose, for example, you wanted a valuator? 
— If we did, we should have to appoint a new 
one, and we should then have him examined by 
the Civil Service Commissioners. 

4939. Would you not, or rather Mr. Greene, 
have the appointment? — No; we have no power 
of appointments except through the Treasury ; I 
do not think that under the Act of Parliament, 
we could appoint anyone who had not been 
examined before the Civil Service Commissioners. 

4940. . Mr. Stacpoole.] But you would have 
the nomination of the candidates to go before the 
Civil Service Commissioners ? — Yes. 

4941. The O' Conor Don.] In what matters 
would the Civil Service Commissioners examine 
the candidate ? — The Commissioner of Valuation 
would not in that case examine him, he would 
only recommend him for examination. 

4942. By the Civil Service Commissioners ? 

We have not had anything of the kind as regards 
a valuator yet. 

4943. Mr. McCarthy Dooming.'] Are you 
aware of any case in which there was an exami- 
nation by the Civil Service Commissioners ? — 
No except for the third class. 

4944. The O'Conor Don.] Did you not issue 
a circular from your office in which the qualifica- 
tions for a valuator are set down as reading 
writing, and arithmetic?— I think not latterly! 

I am not aware of it, it must have been a very 



long time ago, before the Civil Service examina- 
tion began. 

4945. Would you be greatly surprised, if the 
date of this circular was 1st January 1868, in 
which the qualifications to be certified by' the 
Civil Service Commissioners for a valuator are 
set down: “Candidates for appointment as 
valuers of land, buildings, aud other descriptions 
of rateable property will be required to be 
examined by, and obtain the certificates of, the 
Civil Service Commissioners in reading, writing 
and arithmetic; the arithmetic to include the’ 
lour first rules, and reduction, proportion, and 
practice”? — I should be very much surprised. 
It was not a circular, and it has never been 
acted on. 

4946. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] Do the Civil 
Service Commissioners attempt to examine candi- 
dates in technical branches of knowledge ?— 
They do, I think. 

4947. Such as land valuing and engineering? 
— Yes, I should say they would examine in those 
branches ; the examination would be very serious. 
The candidate would be required to understand 
Euclid, geometrical drawings, &c., with various 
other subjects which are not common ; this is 
merely for the lowest grade of those employed 
in the Valuation Office. 

4948. I am talking of valuers; do the Civil 
Service Commissioners examine in such matters 
as a knowledge of land valuation ?— I believe 
they have not yet had a trial of such ; we have 
not had occasion to resort to it. 

4949. Mr. M c Carthy Downing.] How are 
these appointments made; I will take, for in- 
stance, a third-class clerk, say that you want one 
in the office ; what course is taken to appoint 
him ? — Applications are made to the Commis- 
sioner for nomination ; in all cases there must 
be three persons examined in order to fill one 
vacancy ; in that case, the Commissioner selects 
out of a number of candidates all who appear fit 
to be nominated ; he selects three for each vacancy, 
and sends their names over to the Civil Service 
Commissioners. 

4950. Then the Commissioner has virtually 
the power of selecting whom he pleases for ex- 
amination ? — He has. 

4951. Therefore, virtually, he has the appoint- 
ment of every single clerk in the establishment? 
—He has the nomination, and the best person 
after examination must be appointed ; but several 
who were nominated did not stand; and some 
were found deficient. 

4952. No one can stand who is not nominated 
and appointed by the Commissioner? — No. 

4953. Is not that, in your opinion, a vei'y ex- 
traordinary power to give to one man ? — I do not 
think so, but under the circumstances I do not see 
any objection to appointing the Chairman of the 
Board of Works to be his coadjutor. 

4954. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] Does not 
that power of nomination invariably belong to 
the head of the department ? — It does ; I believe 
the head of the department has the nomination in 
his own department in all cases. 

4955. Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing.] As to a valua- 
tcu 1 , what course is taken in appointing him ? — 
We have not appointed one for a great many 
years. 

4956. But you may have to do so now? — If 
so, it must be done under a special Act of Par- 
liament for the revision of the valuation which is 
required ; it should be effected in a peculiar 

manner ; 
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manner ; I think that we should not want per- 
manent officers, as it should be only a temporary 
employment, but the candidate should be sub- 
jected to some examination. 

4957. Suppose you had a new valuation, upon 
what basis ought it to be made ? — According to 
the Act of Parliament. 

4958. I am talking of a new one ; should the 
valuation be based upon the prices of agricul- 
tural produce? — No; upon the fair letting value, 
as is done in England for the Poor Law ; what 
I call the live and let live value. 

4959. How long would you have that valua- 
tion stand without any revision? — Fourteen 
years. 

4960. Did you hear Mr. O’Brien examined ? 
— Yes, I did. 

4961. He is a very intelligent man, is he not ? 
— 1 daresay that he is intelligent in his own way, 
hut lie has not reflected upon the matter, that is 
to say, upon the state of the variation in the 
value of land in Ireland as I have done, as I 
think his own statement would show that ; where 
there had been great variations and great profits 
derived from a lease taken by him at one time 
and at another, he said that the value of land did 
not alter, and it was not let according to the value 
of agricultural produce in the country ; from such 
statements, I would pay very little attention to 
his opinion. 

4962. Ckairman.~\ By whom should the ex- 
penses of the valuation be defrayed? — One-half 
should he defrayed by the public, certainly. 

4963. One-half by the counties and one-half by 
the Treasury? — Yes, that was proposed to be 
done under the Bill which was brought in by 
Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 

4964. That is one of the resolutions which has 
been prepared for the Committee by Mr. Ayrton, 
hit not? - 1 do not know anything about the re- 
solutions ; it is in the printed Bill, and it speaks 
for itself. 

4965. Have you not seen Mr. Ayrton’s reso- 
lutions? — No, I have not; I understood that 
they were in the Dublin newspapers, but I 
would not read them. 

4966. The O' Conor Don.] To go back to the 
examination by the Civil Service Commissioners ; 
you stated that the Civil Service Commissioners 
would examine the valuators upon their scientific 
acquirements ? — It would be necessary that they 
should do so. 

4967. Such an examination would not be con- 
ducted bv the Commissioner of Valuation, but by 
the Civil Service Commirsioners ? — I think so ; 
under the present law it must be so. 

4968. 1 will read what appears in Mr. Greene's 

evidence; in answer to question 1,010, he says : 
" h The nomination of all candidates is vested in 
the Commissioner of Valuation, subject to the 
approval of the Lords Commissioners of the 
■Treasury. 2. Candidates for appointment as 
valuers of land, buildings, and other descriptions 
of rateable property, will be required to be 
examined by, and obtain the certificates of, the 
Civil Service Commissioners in reading, writing, 
and arithmetic, the arithmetic to include the 
four first rules, and reduction, proportion, and 
t^ aC * 10e ' ,> ^ ^hed him what was the date of 

1 , and he saicl ifc was the 1st of January 
1868 . That was in consequence of what hap- 
pened at a time we had nine or ten counties 
go>ug on, and in order to get the best valuators 
that we could ; in an emergency we were obliged 



to take farmers and not scientific men ; at pre- 
sent I would not issue instructions to that effect; 
I think that they should be professional men. 
Under the original Act a man could not be ap- 
pointed a valuator unless he was a professional 
surveyor and valuator ; that, was in the Act as 
originally proposed by myself. 

4969. You disagree then with Mr. Greene? — 
I think there must be a mistake. 

4970. Then at Question 1016, I ask him, “ Do 
you consider it a sufficient qualification for a 
valuer, that he should be able to read and write, 
and know the first four rules of arithmetic ? — I 
flunk that is sufficient; he certainly ought not to 
know less than that.” Then at Question 1019 I 
ask him, “ And those are the persons whom you 
would now employ if you were commencing a 
nexv valuation ? — I thiuk so.” Do you agree with 
his opinions? — I think that Mr. Greene meant 
to convey an idea of the minimum required, from 
what we were obliged to do in an emergency’ ; in 
the year 1853 and up to 1859, in appointing 
valuators, we could not find persons accustomed 
to professional valuation of land ; but it was 
necessary that they should understand maps ; we 
got the boundaries of the tenements all surveyed 
by a surveyor for them, and all they had to do 
was to take a map and go into a field and value 
within the boundaries ; they did not require more 
than a practical knowledge of the value of land, 
at the same time I think that that is a very clumsy 
mode of proceeding, but we could not help it at 
the time. 

4971. That is not the system which you would 
adopt in the case of a new valuation? — Certainly 
not. 

4972. Therefore you disagree with Mr. Greene 
who says that it is the system which he would 
adopt? — I think that Mr. Greene did not mean 
what the words would seem to indicate as a rule. 

I think that I would not anpoint one that had 
not a much higher knowledge than is there de- 
scribed, except in such an emergency as I have 
mentioned. 

4973. Mr. George Moore."] Here is a circular 
issued from your office in 1868 defining the ex- 
amination that these valuators were snbjecied to. 
I understood you to say just now that no such 
document had been ever issued ; but if it had 
been issued it must have been a long time ago ? 
— I have forgotten it, as it was never subsequently 
acted on. 

4974. The O' Conor Don.] Were you present 
when Mr. Lynam was examined? — Yes, I was. 

4975. Do you, after hearing his evidence, 
adhere to your statement, that he was dismissed 
in consequence of making a bad valuation ? — I 
did not state that he made a bad valuation, at 
least I did not intend to convey that idea ; he 
was dismissed for insubordination, and sending 
in valuations that could not be acted upon. 

4976. Was there a return put in from the 
office, in which it was stated that he was dis- 
missed because he made bad valuations ? — I think 
not ; if it was so it was wrong. He was not 
dismissed for making a bad valuation; he was 
dismissed before we were aware of the quality of 
his valuations, which was ascertained by a com- 
parison with a valuation made by Mr. Boy an 
afterwards. I recollect saying that he did make 
had valuations, hut I did not mean as the cause 
of dismissal. 

4977. Will you read that document {handing 
the same to the Witness) ; do you see there the 

■A a 4 name 



Sir 

li. Griffith. 
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g ir name of Mr. Lynam, and the cause of his dis- 
li. Griffith. m ‘ ssa l ? — It is so stated here. 

' ___ ‘ 4978. You see it stated in that document ? — 

22 July Yes. 

i86y. 4 y 79 . j a that incorrect ? — Yes, it is, as regards 

the time. 

4980. Mr. Chichester Fortescue. ] What is in- 
correct ? — The statement as to the unsatisfactory 
execution of the work is correct ; but as to the 
erroneous valuations, they were ascertained only 
after his dismissal. 

4981. Take this document into your hand 
( handing the same to the Witness) ; that is a certi- 
ficate dated 4th August 1851, signed by the three 
superintendents to whom Mr. Lynam’s work was 
r el erred ? — Yes, it is. 

4982. Will you read it? — Yes; "The super- 
intendent, whose duty it was to have Mr. Lynam’s 
work prepared for publication, having been 
blamed for delay, he excused himself upon the 
grounds that Mr. Lynam’s work was so inac- 
curately prepared that he could not get on with 
it, and the matter having been referred to three 
superintendents of county departments, they 
made the following official report to me : ‘ Having 

* carefully examined Mr. Lynam’s revision of the 
' barony of Magunihy, Kerry, we must say that 

* we have never seen field work returned to the 
‘ office in so unsatisfactory a manner, or so con- 
‘ trary to the system ; that from the method Mr. 

* Lynam has adopted of bulking his valuation 

* (including the per-centages) in his Poor Law 

* sheets, without furnishing a reference to the 

* detail in his field books, and at the same time 
‘ from the inaccurate manner in which his Poor 

* Law sheets are drawn out, it is most difficult 
' for Mr. Hutchings to attempt to prepare it for 
f publication without another revision. Henry 
‘ M. Duffy, George R. Hitchcock, George Irwin. 

* 4th August 1851.’ ” 

4983. The O' Conor Don. 1 Does not that bear 
out the statement that Mr. Lynam was dismissed 
for not doing his work according to the rule laid 
down by the office ? — It does ; I did not consider 
that the document referred to the quality of his 
actual valuations. I did not intend to say that 
his valuations were bad until after they had been 
revised, and they were revised by Mr. Boyan, 
and then we found his valuation to be irrelative, 
and consequently we thought that it was better 
to adopt Mr. Boyan’s valuation, and reject Mr. 
Lynam’s. 

4984. Are you not aware that Mr. Lynam com- 
plained that no assistant valuator or surveyor was 
sent to him ? — I have the whole correspondence 
that took place, and, if the Committee please, I 
will explain it to them. 

4985. _ With regard to the faults that were 
found with his work, were they not faults that 
might have arisen from the bad manner in which 
the surveyor had done his work ? — No, the faults 
of his work were not on that account; he 
had a map, as all the other valuators had, with 
the boundaries of the tenements laid down upon 
them, and he made his valuation of each of the 
tenements. 

49S6. Was there not a surveyor, a Mr. Kelly, 
along with him ? — He may have been employed 
there to put in the sub-divisions of the tene- 
ments. 

4987. Had this surveyor nothing to do with the 
valuation ? — No. 

4988. Had none of the surveyors anything to 



do with the valuations? — Nothing whatever 
except as to the sub-divisions. 5 

4989. Had they not to divide the tenements 
into quality lots and value the same ?- No, they 
had to mark out the boundaries and sub-divisions 

4990. Before the valuator went down to the 
ground ? — Yes. 

4991. It appears that Mr. Kelly was Mr 
Lynam’s surveyor, and was working with him? 
— This was occasioned by great alterations bavin* 
been made in the boundaries of the tenements 
Mr. Lynam had made a valuation three years 
previously to that, and he was sent down to revise 
Ilia own valuation. But in the mean time a «rcat 
change had taken place in the boundaries of the 
tenements, and then a surveyor was sent down to 
survey the boundaries of the new tenements. 

_ 4992. The surveyor, I believe, belonged to a 
different class from the valuator ? — Yes. 

4993. And he received a different rate of pay? 
— Yes. 

4994. And, as I understand, he was not at all 
responsible for the work, except as to the bound- 
aries and the extent of the farms?— For nothing 
else. This was the first valuation made in Kerry, 
and therefore all that he had to do was to survey 
the boundaries of the tenements. 

4995. Mr. Chichester Fortescue. ] "Was it for 
general incompetence as a valuator, such as would 
render a man unfit for the profession, that Mr. 
Lynam was removed from the service ?— It was 
not. 

4996. Then why was he removed ? — It was, 
as I have stated before, for insubordination, and 
furnishing his data in such an imperfect manner 
that the superintendents of counties were unablo 
to use them. 

4997. Was it because you found he did not 
obey orders, in carrying out the system of general 
valuation, that you found it impossible either to 
retain him in your service, or to act upon the 
work he had done? — It did as far as the first 
parish that he sent in ; a parish near Killarncy, 
which w r as reported upon by the superintendents 
of divisions, and upon their recommendation, and 
stating the necessity for it, I appointed Mr. 
Boyan, who was one of the best check valuators 
in Ireland ; I directed him to go and value the 
parish of Aghadoe, and he having done so, I com- 
pared Mr. Boyan’s valuations with Mi'. Lynnm’s, 
and I did not find that Mr, Lynam’s valuations 
were relative as compared with the valuations of 
Mr. Boyan ; consequently I did not use his valuar 
tions ; I did not say that they were altogether 
wrong, but they were not relative. If I had had a 
valuation made by Mr. Boyan before Mr. Lynam 
had sent in his valuation, I think we might have 
endeavoured to correct it, but as it was, W6 
thought it necessary to have the whole barony re- 
valued. 

4998. If Mr Lynam, had chosen to comply 
with the system of the department he would have 
been quite competent to have, done the work, 
would he not? — He might have done it better; I 
do not say that the valuations were so bad that 
they could not have been revised. 

4999. ChairmunJ] Is the valuation that Mr. 
Lynam states was surreptitiously taken from him 
in the office the one that you are talking about?— I 
do not know anything of a valuation taken from 
him surreptitiously ; I speak of his own valuations 
that were made in his book. His valuations were 
generally a good deal lower than Mr. Boyan s 

valuation, 
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valuation, which was itself too low, but Mr. 
Lyuam’s were lower. 

5000. Who decided between them ? — Mr. 
Donnelly agreed with Mr. Boyan, and we 
adopted his valuation. 

5001. Mr. M l Ccirthy Downing.^ When did 
Mr. Lynam leave the office ? — He left the office 
in July 1851. 

5002. Do you remember writing a letter to 
Mr. Lynam ? — I wrote him many letters. 

5003. There is a letter on the minutes of evi- 
dence that was written by you, dated oth March 
1847 ?— There is. 

5004. You will see now what your opinion of 
Mr. Lvnam then was? — 1 know, and I admit 
that that was my opinion, 

5005. You considered him then equal to any 
of the rest, did you not'' — Yes. 

5006. That was in 1847? — Yes. 

5007. Did he become less competent between 
that and 1851 ? — He valued the whole of the 
Barony of Magunihy. I did not know anything 
about it, until the check valuations that were 
made in consequence of the report of the super- 
intendents. I then found that his valuations were 
not relative with Mr. Boyan’s. 

5008. Listen to this, “I have carefully reviewed 
your valuations of the several trial townlands, 
and compared them with the valuations of Mr. 
Boyan and Mr. Purdon, and on the whole I do 
not see that the discrepancies which occurred are 
to be wondered at, or complained of. The 
valuation of rocky limestone pastures is par- 
ticularly difficult. In a dry summer there is 
nothing visible ; in the autumn and the begin- 
ning of winter they will look best. The spade 
is of no use, and the eye may be deceived, conse- 
quently the price must be determined rather from 
inquiry than judgment ” ? — I referred there to a 
very peculiar district, and it was a very difficult 
question to decide. I would not find fault with 
any man for being wrong there, because it was 
quite different from the whole of the barony. 

5009. If a man can value correctly a parish, 
will he not be able to value a barony equally 
well ? — He might, but this was not a parish ; it 
was a peculiar rocky district, difficult to value. 

5010. What occurred after you wrote that 
letter in 1847 to alter your opinion of Mr. Ly- 
nam ? — I did not doubt him until I had his valua- 
tions check-valued by Mr. Boyan. 

5011. You say here, “On comparing your 
valuations generally with the others, as for ex- 
ample, Mr. Purdon, Mr. Boyan, Mr. Freeman, 
“ c -, I find equal differences among them all, 
consequently it is difficult to determine who is 
nght.” That is in Mr. Lynam’s evidence of the 
7th June 1869. At that time you found it very 
difficult to determine who was right, but you were 
m the habit of leaning towards Mr. Boyan, and 
you adopted his valuation ? — Yes ; but it was a 
very difficult district. There was another reason, 
and that was, that Mr. Lynam was then going 
to leave the service, and I wished to serve 
him as far as possible ; I do not mean that I 
stated anything that 1 did not think was correct, 
^d I think my opinion of Mr. Lynam was suffi- 
ciently shown by appointing him afterwards. 

5012. When did you alter your opinion of 
him? — When Mr. Boyan’s valuation was com- 
pared with Mr. Lynam’ 8, in the year 1851. 

5013. Was it only then that you found he was 
uot as capable as you thought he was ? — It was 
then that I found out that he was irrelative in 



his valuations. I do not say that he was always 
so. 

5014. W r as that the cause of his leaving the 
office ? — Ho. 

5015. In the year 1S47, when he stated that 
he wished to resign, did you not ask him not to 
resign ? — I cannot recollect having done so. 

5016. Just listen to this : “ I wish to state 
that on one occasion, I resigned my situation 
formally to Sir Richard Griffith, and I received 
from him a letter in reply.” That is in answer 
to Question 2284 ; and at 2285, Mr. Lymam was 
asked this question by The 0‘ Conor Don. “ I 
suppose at that time, Sir Richard Griffith had 
no complaint against you ? — No ; I resigned my 
situation under him, and he asked me to remain ; 
this was in the year 1847.” Do you remember 
that ? — I do not. 

5017. It is possible, I suppose, that it oc- 
curred ? — I do not say that it is not. I appointed 
him in 1847 to go into Kerry. 

5018. There has been an imputation upon 
the character of Mr. Lynam throughout the 
whole of this examination, and you well under- 
stand, no doubt, the reason why I have asked 
you these questions ? — Certainly. 

5019. Mr. Stcickpoole . ] I think you stated 
that the barony of Magunihy is the most difficult 
barony in Ireland to value ? — Yes ; it is one of 
the most difficult, on account of the variety of 
the soils. 

5020. Is there any other barony that is similar 
to it? — Yes ; there are others in Galway. 

5021. The O’ Conor Don. ] On the last day 
that you appeared before this Committee you 
stated, in answer to Question 4855, that “ Long 
before Mr. Greene was appointed to be superin- 
tendent he was in the habit of going down on 
our appeals attending Mr. Boyan, or whoever 
was the chief valuator, to check the appeals, 
valuing with them.” Mr. Boyan, you have said, 
was one of your best check valuators ; was Mr. 
Greene a check valuator ? — He was appointed to 
go on a check valuation for appeals. There was 
sometimes a great number of appeals, and it was 
necessary that we should have them attended to. 
The appeals probably consisted in some cases of 
one farm in a townland; the cases were very 
numerous, and we required more than the ordi- 
nary number of check valuators, and in order to 
see that he was competent I sent him down to 
check value with Mr. Boyan. I found that he 
was competent, and I did employ him in that 
way for appeals, but never for the county valua- 
tion. 

5022. You never employed him for county 
work ? — No. 

5023. But was not this work county work ? — 
It was for appeals, not ordinary work. 

5024. Was it not in the county? — Yes, but it 
was not for the general valuation of the county. 
Where a man said that the value was too high, 
it was necessary of course to have it re-valued, 
and to come before the quarter sessions, and Mr. 
Greene was appointed to value for that appeal ; 
he never saw the other valuation ; at that time 
he was not superintendent, but merely a valuator 
like the others, as far as appeals were concerned. 

5025. Valuing separately for himself? — Yes, 
and having had a great deal of experience along 
with Mr. Boyan previously as a check-valuator 
for appeals. I conceive that to be a different 
thing from a check valuator being sent to value 
a whole district. 

B B 5026. When 



Sir 

R. Griffith. 
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Sir 5026. "When Mr. Boy an and Mr. Greene were 

R. Griffith, valuing- together, in what capacity was Mr. Greene 
rT valuing? — He was valuing in order to try his 

jogQ " skill in checking for appeals. 

5027. As an ordinary valuator? — Both as an 
ordinary valuator or a check valuator, as the case 
might be, he would be eligible ; that depended 
upon what the case proved to be. 

5028. Am I to understand that in certain cases 
Mr. Greene was employed as a check valuator? 
— Yes. 

5029. For this check valuation, were men 
selected from the ordinary valuers, and on account 
of their experience in land and so on ? — They 
were specially selected as the best. 

5030. I find in page 96 of the first Instruc- 
tion Book, that check valuators are to be selected 
from among the ordinary valuators, and that those 
are only eligible who have been proved to possess 
certain qualifications ; and as you appointed Mr. 
Greene a check valuer, I presume he was one of 
those who had proved, by frequent trials, his 
knowledge as an ordinary valuator? — Yes, he 
was an excellent surveyor, of a superior class to 
the ordinary class. I wanted his assistance in 
another way, and it was only upon a pi-ess when 
there were so many appeals that I employed him 
for appeals alone as a check valuator. 

5031. He was superior to the ordinary valua- 
tors? — Yes, he was in a superior position, and 
received higher pay. 

5032. Do you mean from the time that he 
entered the service ? — No, he went on gradually 

5033. Do you know when Mr. Greene entered 
the service ? — Mi-. Greene has said that he 
entered the service in the beginning of 1849. 

5034. Can you tell the Committee at what 
date he was appointed to the office of superinten- 
dent? — In July 1850. 

5035. If he was appointed to be an office 
superintendent on the 17tli April 1850, do you 
think that he had had very great experience of 
the duties of his office between the commence- 
ment of that year and that date? — The office of 
superintendent required a man of experience in 
the details of every department, clearness of per- 
ception, and of higher professional claims than 
most of them: it required considerable acquire- 
ments to perform the duties, and I thought that 
Mr. Greene was the only man in the establish- 
ment able to superintend the general duties from 
previous training in the details. 

5036. Was he the only man that you appointed 
at the same time to the office of superintendent? 
— He was the only man. 

5037. I mean the divisional superintendents? 
— He was not a divisional superintendent, at 
least, like the rest. 

5038. Never? — Not as the others. 

5039. Are you quite positive upon that ? — 
Yes, I am, but it is very difficult to recollect 
exactly so many years back ; I think that it was 
in July 1850 that he was appointed to be general 
superintendent on the retirement of Mr. Kelly. 

5040. I understood you to say a moment ago 
that you appointed Mr. Greene as check valuator 
because he had had great experience as an ordin- 
ary valuator? — No, I did not say that he had had 
great experience under me as an ordinary 
valuator. 

5041. You qualify what you said before ?— 
I said that he had never acted as an ordinary 
valuator under me. 

5042. Then you appointed him check valuator 



without his having been an ordinary valuator?— 
He was trained for a check valuator by ]\[ r 
Boyan for the purpose of meeting appeals. 

5043. How long was he in that course of 
training? — I cannot say. 

5044. If he was appointed divisional super- 
intendent in the office on the 17 th of April 1850 
and he only entered the service in the be°'innin<r 
of that year, could he have been a long time in 
training? — It did not require a great deal of 
training if he was an experienced valuator 
before, aud he was never an ordinary divisional 
officer. 

5045. But was he an experienced valuator 
before he entered the service ? — Yes. 

5046. When he entered the service, was he 
receiving the pay of an experienced valuator ?— I 
cannot remember. 

5047. Was he not one of those surveyors of 
whom you have spoken ? — I think not ; hut he 
may have been. 

5048. Will you undertake to say that before 
he was appointed divisional superintendent, he 
was not entered in all the printed documents as a 
surveyor ? — Ho may have been ; I have said he 
was not as other superintendents. 

5049. Did you enter an experienced valuator 
as a surveyor ? — I wanted him ; my object was, 
when Mr. Kelly was going away, to train him 
generally him for the office, and placed him in 
temporary positions for the purpose. 

5050. And you educated him by promoting 
him almost immediately to the head of the office? 
—No. 

5051. Was he not made head of the office on 
the 1st July 1850? — Yes. 

5052. And he only entered that office iu the 
beginning of the year? — I do not recollect 
exactly. 

5053. How did you educate him so quickly? 

— I was with him constantly. I was previously 
well acquainted with him, and Mr. Boyan spoke 
highly of him. I considered him to be a very 
clever young man, aud I thought it would be a i 
great advantage to have a man of his professional 
character and position. 

4054. If you styled him in your printed do- 
cuments “ surveyor,” immediately before he was 
appointed divisional superintendent, is that con- 
sistent with your statement that he was one of 
the experienced valuators? — At the same time 
that he was under one of them, he was appointed 
to meet the appeals, and he was taken from one 
service to the other, as I have already stated, for 
general department training. The appeals were 
at one time very numerous, and it was necessary 
to make great exertions to meet them, because 
every appeal, no matter how trifling it might be, 
required examination. 

5055. You stated also upon a former occasion) 
that Mr. Greene, before he came to you, bad 
served his time with Messrs. Brassington and j 
Gale of Dublin ; was he ever employed by them 

as valuator ? — I know that he had made a valua- 
tion, as he has himself stated, of an estate for sale, 
but I did not know of the matter personally at 
the time. 

5056. What estate was it? — I cannot recollect; 
but he mentioned it in his evidence. 

5057. Chairman.'] Did you have any 
nication with Messrs. Brassington and Gale about 
Mr. Greene’s capabilities? — I think it is very 
likely that I did speak to Mr. Brassington on the 

subject; 
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subject; but I cannot accurately remember now, 
it is so long ago. 

5058. If you did speak to Mr. Brassington, 
would it not have made some impression upon 
VOU r mind ? — It is a great many years ago ; but 
Mr. Brassington often used to come to the office, 
as he still does, and I, no doubt, conferred with 

5059. The O' Conor Don . ] You do not say that 
this experienced valuator was receiving only the 
pay of a surveyor before you appointed him 
divisional superintendent ? — I do not recollect 
what pay lie received, but I believe it was higher 
than others. 

5060. It is possible, is it not, that he was 
merely receiving the pay of a surveyor ? — It is 
possible as being the official practice adopted, in 
most cases, but I have said he was on training. 

5061. You distinctly deny the truth of Mr. 
O’Reilly’s assertion, that you ever stated that 
Mr. Greene was no valuator ; at Question 4853, 

I asked you this question : “ Did you state 
nothing about his knowledge as a valuator ? — I 
did not; to the best of my belief I did not. 
There were many persons present, and they all 
stated that I did not say that.” Have you made 
inquiries lately of the persons who were present 
on the occasion referred to? — Yes; and there is 
one of them in the room now, Mr. Duffy. 

5062. You stated that at the time of this con- 
versation a great many persons were present? — 
Y'es, the whole office nearly, I think. 

5063. Have you inquired of every person who 
was present whether you stated it or not? — No ; 
but I have a perfect conviction that I could not 
state what I knew to be false. I have asked 
other people as to what I did say, and they agree 
with me, that the answer I gave was correct. 

5064. To how many persons have you spoken ? 
— There are two in the room now. 

5065. There are only two persons ? — Yes. 

5066. In your former evidence you said that 
“they all stated I did not say that;” have you 
spoken to any other persons? — I have not been in 
Dublin since ; but I nave a great opinion of those 
persons who were present, and what they 6tate 
corresponds entirely with what I say myself. 

5067. Do you refer to these two persons ? — 
Y’es. 

5068. There are only two whom you have 
asked ?— I have not seen any others who were 
present since. 

5069. Did you know three surveyors in the 
office, of the names of Keenan, Burke, and 
Logan? — I do not remember the names. 

5070. I find that on the last day of your 
examination, you contradicted a statement that 
bad been made with respect to some carpenter’s 
work, which was said to have been done for 
your private benefit ? — Yes. 

5071. Can you tell me who it was that made 
that statement about the carpenter’s work ? — I 
think it was Mr. O’Reilly. 

5072. You came here on the last occasion to 
contradict certain statements that had been 
made ? — Yes, that had been made by somebody 
else. 

5073. At Question 4861, Mr. Ayrton put 
this to you, “ There is a statement made in 
answer to Question 2367, respecting work by 
cariienters employed in the Valuation Office ? 

-Yes.” I have looked at the question and 
answer, and I cannot find anything about car- 
penter’s work in them ? — It was stated by some 
0.57. 



one, that there were windows and doors of 
buildings and other things in the office, and also 
that Sir Richard Griffith had employed those 
carpenters in his own house, and had charged it 
to the office. I asserted that I had done no such 
thing, for I paid the men for the work done, and 
I have both their receipts. 

5074. When was this carpenter’s work done ? 
— I stated at the time ; I have not got the papers 
with me. 

5075. Had the carpenters to whom you have 
referred been employed in doing work at the 
Valuation Office ? — Yes. 

5076. And afterwards, did they do some work 
for you? — Yes ; they did some work in my own 
house. 

5077. During that time, were they supposed 
to be employed at the Valuation Office? — I can- 
not tell, they were paid as they worked. 

5078. How long after the work was done, was 
the bill sent in to you ? — I was away in England 
at the time, and I do not remember how it was. 

5079. Are you prepared to say that those 
carpenters were not previously paid for the work 
so clone out of the Valuation Service Fund ? — I 
really do not know, but I do not suppose that 
they were, but, to be beyond doubt, I paid twice. 

5080. You do not suppose that they were re- 
turned as public workmen in the account of the 
valuation office, and that they were paid at the 
same time ? — I suppose that they were not. I 
do not believe that they were ; 1 know that I 
got a bill specifying what they had clone for me, 
and l then employed, as I stated before, Mr. 
Mellon to estimate the work, and tell me what 
he thought of the charges, and he said that he 
thought they were rather high, but not so high 
as to be worth while disputing, and I paid them, as 
also the service. 

5081. Did you ever inquire whether the men 
had been before paid out of the Valuation Service 
Fund? — It was in a different place altogether, 
and I paid twice. 

5082. Do you think it is possible that that 
might have occurred ? — It might be possible, but 
I do not think it is probable. 

5083. Was this the only occasion on which car- 
penters were employed in that way for you ! — 
Yes ; it was the only occasion. I would not em- 
ploy persons who were employed at the office in 
my service at all ; it was clone while I was away. 

5084. Now, with regard to Mr. Skip; you tolcl 
the Committee on the last day that Skip was em 
ployed as a messenger ; in what offices was he 
employed as a messenger ? — He was employed as 
a messenger in the original Boundary Survey 
Office, in Bagot-street, but it was not on the 
same side of the street as the last; it was on the 
north side of the street opposite the Valuation 
Office we had afterwards; it was under the Trea- 
sury ; I stated on the last occasion that the rent 
for the office was 100 l. a year. I said that I 
would supply a furnished office for that sum, 
and the messenger and attendant was to be paid 
50 l. a year. 

5085. You supplied an office afterwards at the 
back of your own office, did you not? — Yes, some 
years afterwards, at the back and front. 

5086. Was Skip ever employed in that office ? 
— Yes, when I built my own house, I thought it 
important that I should have a constant surveil- 
lance over the accountant’s department, because I 
alone was responsible ; I had the power of expend- 
ing the money, and I thought that it was im- 
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portant, as far as possible, that I should have the 
department under my control, and I built an 
office as a return to my own house. 

50S7. Mr. George Moore.] Are the Com- 
mittee to understand that you received 100 1. 
a year for that office when it was in your own 
house ? — There was an office of my own, as well 
as the account office ; the back and front parlours, 
and I may say other rooms, were all engaged for 
the office. 

5088. Did you receive 100 l. a year for it? — 
Yes, by Treasury arrangement. 

5089. Sir Frederick Heygate.] Did you rent 
the house ? — No, I built it myself. 

5090. The. O’ Conor Don.] It was in that house, 
was it not, that the person who acted as your 
servant was employed as messenger? — Yes, he 
attended there the whole day. 

5091. He attended in your house the whole 
day? — Yes, he slept in the lower part of the 
house ; but he attended at the office to make fires 
and to go with messages as an attendant at the 
office, and then when the office was closed at four 
o’clock he was free. His bed was in the house, 
but he was paid by the office. 

5092. Is that office still kept up ? — No ; the 
office is not kept up. 

5093. Is there no part of the valuation service 
at present carried on in Fitzwilliam-plaee ? — No ; 
for nearly six months after the transfer was made, 
and I ceased to be Commissioner of Valuation, 
the place fit to receive the accountant’s depart- 
ment was not ready, and therefore Mr. Greene 
requested me to allow the accountant to remain 
in my house, and they did remain there for six 
months, but I made no charge for it. 

5094. How long is it since they went back? — 
It is about six months ago. 

5095. Since this Committee began to sit ? — I 
believe it was ; the Board of Works were a very 
long time fitting up the place. 

6096. Up to that time you received 100 1. a 
year for the office at the back of your house ? 
— No, not since last October. 

5097. What is the total valuation of your 
house and offices ? — 130 l. a year. 

5098. For the office alone you have received 
100 /. a year from the public? — Yes; but it was 
a furnished office. 

5099. Chairman.] It is the same room over 
the stables, is it not? — No ; it is not, it is in the 
garden ; there is also a room over the stables, but 
that never was part of the account office. 

5100. The O’ Conor Don.] You admit that 
Mr. Hitchcock was correct in saying that per- 
sons employed in the Valuation Office were also 
employed for your private business on certain 
occasions ? — Yes ; but I paid them for it. 

5101. This was going on for a long time, but 
subsequently you had the matter inquired into, 
and you paid the amount owing out of your ewn 
private funds ? — Yes. 

5102. How long had this been going on? — It 
had been going on occasionally for four or five 
years. 

5103. What occurred after all that? — An 
entry was made in the pay-books, I suppose. 

5104. How was it entered in the books? — I 
cannot say ; but it would have been sufficiently 
entered for Mr. Greene to estimate it, and he 
calculated the sum due as payment for the tim e 
they were occupied. 

5105. You stated before, that you requested 
Mr. Greene to examine the books of the draughts- 



men ; what books did you refer to?— I refereed 
to their progress-journals. 

5106. Look at this Progress Beturn (hand- 
ing the same to the Witness) ; is there any possi- 
bility of telling from that, what work a man lias 
been actually employed upon?— No; but there is 
a report in the office. 

5107. It would be impossible, would it not to 
make up the accounts from the books of the 
draughtsmen? — No; they state what they were 
for, and what they were done for ; drawing out 
fair plans, colouring maps, transferring, 0 and 
making tracings ; those belong to the valuation. 

5108. But how could you tell from that what 
plans and what tracings had been made?— It 
must of course be fuller than this, if done for 
me. 

5109. If an officer was employed upon work 
for you, is not that just the way in which he 
would enter it? — I think he would enter it as 
drawing plans for Sir Bichard Griffith. 

5110. Can you give the Committee the names 
of the persons who were so employed by you ?— 
No, I cannot. 

5111. When did you ask Mr. Greene to go 
over the matter ? — It was in 1863. 

5112. At the time, I suppose, you had some 
note of the persons who were so employed?— 
Yes ; but these things were done in the Valua- 
tion Office ; they were not done in my own office 
at all. 

5113. Were the persons employed in your 
own office never employed for those purposes ?— 
Never ; they were a different class. The men 
in the Valuation Office were of a different class; 
they could draw my designs for buildings in the 
country ; but these were trifling things connected 
with houses for my friends, some of which mwht 
have occupied some time. 

5114. Mr. Stacpoole.] Before your house was 
occupied as an office, where was the Valuation 
Office ? — The Valuation Office was at the corner 
of Bagot-street. 

5115. Was that given up when you built your 
house ? — It was. 




5117. Do you still receive the salary attached 
to that office ? — I receive no salary of any kind 
from any office. 

5 118. Did you not receive 500 1. a year as Com- 
missioner? — Yes. 

5119. Have you ceased to receive that?— Yes, 
I have received no salary whatever since I re- 
signed the commissionership ; I receive a pension, 
I am now superannuated; I had been 60 years in 
the service, and have now my full pension. 

5120. Do you receive the full 500 1 a year 
now ? — Yes. 

5121. Upon your resignation of the office of 
Commissioner in October last was Mr. Greene 
appointed to it? — Yes. 

5122. Does he not receive 900?. a year?— 
Yes. 

5123. Then he receives now, when there is no 
valuation going on, nearly double what you 
received when it was going on ? — Yes, but I 
think I explained the cause of that ; under the 
last Act of Parliament I was, as Commissioner, 
authorised to receive three guineas a day and one 
guinea a day for travelling expenses, I was at 
that time chairman of public works, and the 
moment I was appointed chairman of the Board 
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£ Trr or k 3 I wrote to the Treasury to say that I be engraved on the Ordnance map, unless autho- Sir 
thought an arrangement should be made different rised by the General Boundary Surveyor. H. Griffith. 

from D that which °had existed before, and that. I 5135. What necessity is there for sending 

should be satisfied, as a great portion of my time down a separate surveyor when it is already 22 July 

was occupied by public works, instead of 1,100 /. marked on the map ?— Because we have to per- 1869. 
to receive 500 /., and although the salary of the ambulate every one of the boundaries for further 
chairman cf the Board of Works was 1,200/. a revision, and give an Ordnance sheet with marks 
year I should be satisfied to receive 1,000/. or of approval upon every boundary. By Act of 
1 500/. altogether, for the two, that was my own Parliament it is not only to be approved, but 
proposition. 0 every boundary is perambulated and reported 

* 5^24. Then as far as the Valuation Office is upon by us before they can make a new revision 
concerned by the arrangement made last October, survey. # . . 

there is an additional 400/. a year paid in the 5136. Is there any necessity, in your opinion, 
office since you resigned ?— Yes, but an office of for that double survey ?— It is the law. 
that, amount has been abolished. 5137. Could it not be all done by the revisor 

5125. Is there an office in Dublin connected under the tenement valuation ? — No, the local 

with the Boundary Survey?— Yes, the Boundary revisor could not be allowed to alter the county 
Survey is in the Valuation Offices. boundary ; the law requires that a certain form- 

5126. Is there a separate rent charged for that should be gone through. 

Boundary Survey?— Yes, there is. 5138. Might not the facts as to the alteration 

5127. To whom is it paid?— It is paid to the be taken from the tenement revision ?— They 

proprietor of the house. might, under the Act of Parliament 

5128. Is that in addition to the rent paid for 5139- And without sending down a separate 

the Valuation Office?— It is a portion of the rent surveyor ?— Yes, but he would do double duty, 
paid for that office, it is a deduction from the as we have to perambulate, according to law, 
valuation. every boundary, whether there is an alteration 

5129. You are a Commissioner for the Boundary or not. 

Survey, are you not?— Yes, I act with Mr. Greene 5140. But I understood yon to say that you 
in it; I undertook it because I thought that as did not consider the perambulation necessary ; of 
the gentlemen of Ireland are well acquainted course it is according to law, but do you consider 
with me it was very desirable that I should con- that the law is necessary ? I think that where 
tkiue. there are legal boundaries marked out, it costs 

5130. For what reason has the expense of the very little money comparatively ; and I think a 
Boundary Survey increased this year to nearly trifling sum, if it enables the Government to be 
double what it was last year ?— Last year there certain that they are doing what is right, is of no 
was none o-oin°- on; the Ordnance Survey had pecuniary consequence. 

been stopped, and they had no funds to go on 5141. Chairman.'] You have been asked ques- 
with ; this year they have made a small grant tions with respect to the charges made for the 
for it, and they are going on in consequence, carpenters’ work, and you have stated in ex- 
The Boundary Survey had 500/. granted for it planation. that there were some trivial charges 
this vear ; the money has not been expended, but made which were sent into you after the car- 
it will be. penters had left, amounting to something like 

5131. Was not the Ordnance Survey long ago about 8 /., and that you paid that amount your- 
completed? — -The original Ordnance Survey was self? — I did. 

completed, but they began a revision again in the 5142. You have stated that there were two 
north, and they are now going to the south. carpenters named Byrne and Doyle employed ; 

5132. What is the necessity for having this what length of time had those carpenters been 
double machinery ; does not the valuation show employed in your office ? Ido not know; they 
the boundaries of all the tenements, and the are not employed in the office, and have not been 
divisions of the country ? — The department of for years. 

the Boundary Survey deals with public divisions, 5143. Were they not employed m your office, 
and the lowest public division is a townland ; one for four or five years and the other about 
there is “county,” “barony,” “parish,” and the same time? — I cannot say. I believe they 
‘'townland;” and the proprietor of a townland were paid according to work, 
cannot alter the boundary of his townland without 5144. But if they were, could they have been 
obtaining the authority of the boundary surveyor, employed all that tune in the public service ?-— 
and having the Ordnance Survey corrected. Then If they were occasionally employed, merely for 
the boundary surveyor has no power to do any- trifling repairing jobs. . 

thing unless he gets an agreement signed in 5145. You have stated, in answer to The 
writing by the two parties interested in the O’Conor Don, that you resigned the office of 
estate, saying that they have made a change in Commissioner ; that you had received, no salary 
the boundary by a new fence, or a give-and-take whatever ? — I did not say any such thing, 
line. Then I send down a boundary surveyor to 5146. You stated also that you had lost no 
report upon it, and he does so ; I then sign the salary by the resignation, and that the result of 
agreement between the parties, and that makes your resignation was the appointment of Mr. 
it legal. Greene, with an additional salary of 400 /. a year 

5133. Would not all those changes of boundary paid by the office; is that the fact or not? — 

be marked by the revisor in the tenement valua- There is a mixture of fact in it, but it involves a 
tion ? — They might ; but he could not legalise point that is not correct. I say it is true that I 
them. resigned my commissionership of valuation, for 

5134. Does he not record it; if an exchange which I received 500 1. a year when I was Com- 
is made between two proprietors is not the fact missioner. 

recorded by the revisor? — He marks it on the 5147. You were asked whether you received 
map, but that does not legalise it ; it would not any salary, and your answer was, “No” ? — 1 have 
0.57. B B 3 got 
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gi r got no salaiy now, and permit me to say that 
R. Griffith, there is a difference between a salary and a pen- 

sion. I receive a pension as a public officer of 

22 July 60 years’ standing. 

1869. 5148. You have renewed, on totally different 

grounds, your accusations against Mr. Lynam ? 
— It was a misunderstanding before, but I think I 
have explained that already. 

5149. According to your statement, you came 
here to contradict certain parts of the evidence 
taken before the Committee which you considered 
reflected upon your public and private character? 
— Yes. 

5150. And you commenced by stating that the 
evidence of Mr. O’Reilly, as given before the 
Committee, was untrue ? — I did. 

5151. You referred to that portion of the evi- 
dence which you stated you came here to contra- 
dict, and which was that you had stated in the 
presence of Mr. O’Reilly and of other persons, 
that Mr. Greene was not a valuator, or did not 
pretend to be a valuator?— Yes; and I say still 
that I never stated so. 

5152. Did you make any inquiries of the per- 
sons in your office as to whether they bad ever 
been aware you had made such a statement ? — I 
have referred to two of them, who are now pre- 
sent. 

5153. Is Mr. Marquis, in your office, a witness 
here?-— He is not in my office; he is in the 
Valuation Office. 

5154. Is Mr. Hitchcock in the Valuation 
Office? — Yes. 

5155. Is Mr. Hutchings in the Valuation 
Office? — Yes. 

5156. Did you ask either of those persons? 
—I have not seen them, but there are persons 
here present whose statements I would sooner 
trust than either of those gentlemen. 

5J57. The statement made by Mr. O’Reilly 
was not a casual statement, and it requires to be 
very _ seriously considered. Mr. O’Reilly states 
that it was part of a conversation that he had with 
you, and that you then stated that Mr. Greene 
was not a valuator, nor was there any necessity 
tor his being one, because under vour directions 
«°°o t ° ^ at was re 1 u i re d of him in the 
0 • S e -»T" , not recollect any such conversation 
with Mr. O’Reilly ; he stated that I said that Mr. 
Greene was no valuator, but what I said was 
that he was competent to perform all the duties 
required of him, and that I was always at hand to 
give advice and assistance when necessary. 

5158. Mr. O’Reilly further asserts that he 
agreed with you, that any person under your 
direction could do whatever you ordered them 
to do, and made use of this expression, that your 
man Skip would doit?— Mr. O’Reilly can state 
what he likes. 

1 think J ou 1]ave already given evidence 
that Skip was employed as a servant of yours, as 
well as a messenger ?-Yes; he was employed as 
a messenger in the office, during the whole of the 
day ; he was occupied there either in opening the 
door or taking messages from the office, or 
attending to the fires, and doing everythin^ 
that was requisite ; he was there for the entire 
day, and at the end of the day he assisted as my 
servant, and indeed messenger too. I had other 
servants in the house, and he was not the sole man 
that 1 had in my employment. 

5160. Your first evidence was that he was 
paid by you? — No ; he was paid by the office. 



5161. Was he not paid out of the 1001. a year 

that you received for the rooms ? — No. 3 

5162. In your former evidence, at Q U e«Hnn 
1467, you were asked, “ Was there a person of 
the name of Skip m your employment ? ” and you 
say “ There was.” Did you ever place his name 
upon the Expense List of the Ordnance Valua- 
tion, or upon any other document?— Skip Was 
employed in the year 1826 or 1827 ; I think in 
1826 ; I found it was necessary from the fre- 
quent communications that were made between 
the Ordnance Survey in the Phoenix Park and 
my office that there should be a central office 
The Boundary Survey was made in four districts 
corresponding with the Ordnance Survey di&! 
tricts. We preceded them ; we were oue county 
before them, and it was necessary to have a 
central office on account of the constant refe- 
rence from the Ordnance Survey Office. As I 
mentioned before, I was allowed by the Treasury 
100 7. a year to provide an office, consisting of four 
rooms. I was to furnish it, and I was to supply 
a servant or messenger to attend the office.” 
Then I say, at Question 471, "You told us the 
offices for which you did not receive any pay; 
will you state what were the offices for which you 
were paid, and what was your yearly emolument? 
—That depends upon the time ; there is not any 
department connected with the public works in 
Ireland in which I have not been employed. In 
many of the offices I filled I received no salary ” ? 
— I do not disagree with anything that you have 
read now ; it is the same evidence that I have 
given to-day. 

5163. The O' Conor Don. ] Did you not state 
in the evidence which has just been read by the 
Chairman, that you received 100 /. a year for the 
office, and that you were obliged for that sum 
also to furnish a messenger? — No; I received 
50 7. a year to provide a messenger, and 1007. a 
year for the furnished office. 



5164. What the Chairman has read is this, 
"As I mentioned before, I was allowed by the 
Treasury 100 7. a year to provide an office, con- 
sisting of tour rooms; I was to furnish it, and I 
T 218 t „ su PP^y a servant or messenger to attend 
the office ’’ ?— But the last not for 100 /., because 
50 7. a year were allowed for the messenger; that 
belonged entirely to the Ordnance Survey; the 
years before the Valuation Office was in Ba^ot- 
street. 



5165. Chairman .] Was there not also a female 
servant employed to sweep out the rooms at 12 s. 
a week, who was paid out of the Ordnance valua- 
tion? — Yes, at Ely-place. 

5166. Was Skip, upon your recommendation, 
placed on the pension list for 50 7. a year ?— No; 
he was under a Treasury arrangement. He was, 
like other messengers, put on the establishment 
when it came under the Treasury. 

5167. Then is he now receiving 50 7. a year 
as a pension ? — No ; I think his pension is about 

5168. You admit that he is receiving a pen- 
sion? Yes; for the number of years that he was 
in the service. 

5169. Are you able to say what pension Skip 
is receiving ? — l can ascertain it ; I suppose it is 
about 25 7. a year. 

5170. Mr. Chichester Fortes cue. ] I suppose he 
is receiving the ordinary superannuation allow- 
•ance, according to the rules of the service?— 
Exactly so. 

5171. Is 
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5171. Is there anything peculiar in his case? 
—Nothing whatever. 

5172. Chairman .] Did Skip ever wear your 
livery No, but his son did, who was my foot- 
man, and lived in my house at the time. 

5173- Was lie the man that was dismissed ? — 
No - there was a man dismissed from the office, 
Ely-place, but my footman, who wore my livery, 
was paid his wages by me, and had nothing to do 
with the office. 

5174. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] That was an- 
other Skip ?— Yes ; there was father and son. 

5175. Chairman.] As you are still connected 
with the office ; what do you receive from it now ? 

. — Nothing. 

5176. Yuu have taken a pension? — That is a 
different case ; I receive from the superannuation 
fund a pension for 60 years’ service. 

5177. Do V‘>u receive a pension for the whole 
of your service ? — Y es. 

5178. You are no longer in the pay of the 
Treasury? — No. 

5179- Still you do go a good deal to the office ? 
—When Mr. Greene was appointed I wrote an 
official letter to the Lords of the Treasury, to 
say that I was so anxious about my own bantling 
that I would continue to assist Mr. Greene just 
the same as if I had continued Commissioner of 
Valuation ; I do so, and will continue to do so. 

5180. What is the amount of your retiring 
pension ?— It is 500/. a year from the Valuation, 
and 1,000 Z. a year from the Board of Works; 
1,500 1. a year altogether. 

5181. Sir Frederick Hn/gate .] When the 100 1. 
a year was allowed for the office, did you look 
upon it as an augmentation of your salary ? — 
No ; I built the house for it, and I paid the rent 
and the taxes, and they came to 70/. a year. I 
kept the office in repair, and I furnished it. 

5182. You considered that you did your duty 
if you provided out of that money a sufficient 
office? — Yes ; and it occupied the front and back 
parlours of the house, and besides the return 
offices, &c., already mentioned. 

5183. Was there sufficient accommodation in 
the office, for the wants of the office ? — Ample ; 
and as much as necessary at any time. 

5184. How is the business carried on at the 
present time ? — The Account Office is in one 
room at Ely-place. 

5185. Is the same arrangement not carried on 
now? — No; there is not now any valuation 
office in my house. 

5186. When the office was in your house, was 
it open to the public? — Yes; every one came 
and rapped at my hall door, and my servant 
opened the door. 

5187. You had no notion that there was any- 
thing irregular in the proceeding? — Certainly 
not ; the Treasury were perfectly aware of it. 

5188. What was the valuation of your house ? 
— £. 130 a year. 

5189. Chairman.'] Was there not a very hand- 
some book of LordTaknerston’s estate got up as 
a present to him from the office, and was not all 
that work done at the expense of the office ? — 
I do not recollect anything about it, but I 
think there was a coloured Ordnance map having 
the boundaries merely tinted done for him at 
one time. 

5190. Mr. George Moore. J You have just stated 
that the office which was formerly in your house 
is now in the Valuation Office ? — Yes. 

5191. Is there 100/. a year paid for that? — No, 
0.57. 



it is a portion of the house that has been allocated Sir 
to it. Griffith. 

5192. Sir Frederick Hey gate.] What was the — — 

situation of your house when you had this office 22 ft i u ^ 
in it ? — No. 2 Fitz william -place- 1809. 

5193. What is the letting value of the house 
there? — I think it is about 500/. a year furnished, 

I was offered 500/. a year for it; it is a large 
granite-fronted house in the best part of Dublin. 

5194. Mr. Stacpoole.] Was not the Valuation 
Office, or part of it, always in Bagot-street ? — 

There was a Valuation Office there, the first 
Valuation Office was in Bagot-street, we had three 
houses there. 

5195. Is the whole of the Valuation Office not 
removed from Bagot-street ? — There is no office 
there now, nor has there been for years. 

5196. Mr. Pollard- Urquhart.] At the time 
when this public office was in your own house, I 
suppose it was almost unavoidable that a certain 
degree of public and private business of your own 
should be done by the same individual ? — W ell, 
perhaps to a certain degree, but very little I 
would say. 

5197. To a certain extent it was almost un- 
avoidable that a person who was in the office and 
was your own servant might tell a man to put 
coals on the fire ? — Yes, the room that I used 
was my office ; I received all persons who came in 
m v own parlour, as it was part of the office, and he 
put coals on there as he did in any other part of 
the office, and he also opened the hall door. 

5198. It must have been almost impossible to 
discriminate between what was done on your own 
private account and what was done on the official 
account ?— All the morning and during the day it 
was altogether official, and then at night when 
the offic e was closed it was private ; I fed him, 
and he slept in my house, though continually 
myself at public work. 

5199. You gave him, as I understand, board 
and lodging as compensation for the services he 
performed for you ? — Yes ; for night attendance. 

5200. Even in the carpenters’ work, I 
suppose it was not easy to distinguish between 
the repairs done for your own house, and what 
was done for the office? — Yes; because it was 
done in different streets ; they did certain work 
for me, that was valued, and I paid them for it. . 

5201. It was almost unavoidable, was it not, 
that the same men should have done work for 
y 0U ? — I never intended it, and I was absent 
when it was done. 

5202. Sir Frederick Heygate .] Were the house 
and the office under one roof? — Yes, the hall and 
the parlours ; the two parlours were under the 
roof of the house, the other, the accountant’s 
office, was built expressly for them in the 
garden. 

5203. You would call it, I suppose, one struc- 
ture ? — Certainly. 

5204. The 0‘ Conor Don.] Was not the car- 
penters’ work done in a different office alto- 
gether ? — It was done in my own drawing-room. 

° 5205. Were not the carpenters employed at 
the Valuation Office in Ely-place in another part 
of Dublin? — Yes; a quarter of a mile off. 

5206. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] You have 
been asked as to your own qualifications as a valuer ; 
as a young man you had opportunities, had you 
not, of studying agriculture and land valuation ? 

— I had ; my father was a great agriculturist in 
Kildare ; he had 500 acres in his own hands, and 
as a boy I attended with the steward. I was up 
b B 4 at 
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gj r at six o’clock every morning from the age of 15 

JR. Griffith. *° 20, and I soon became really as good an agri- 

culturist as could be. My father first introduced 

22 .July turnip husbandry into that part of Ireland, and I 

1 869 .' was bred to farming ; but subsequently I was 

educated in London, and there I studied che- 
mistry, geology, mineralogy, and mathematics 
professionally. I then went to Edinburgh, and 
attended the classes there for two years ; while 
there I met with a gentleman who was a great 
agriculturist in the Lothians, and I asked him if 
he would allow me to come and see his system of 
farming. He said he would, and I went there ; I 
asked then if he would take me as a pupil for a 
certain time, and he said he would. I went there, 
and I learned his whole system of farming as 
well as of valuation, which was similar to that, 
I introduced into Ireland, which consisted of 
digging up the soil and ascertaining the nature 
of the active soil and the subsoil, and also the rock 
below, as the surface soil usually consists mainlv 
of the disintegration of the subjacent rock. This 
gentleman, Mr. Begbic, was a geologist, and was 
also employed as valuer for land to be let, which 
is usual in that district, as every 19 years the 
land is let under new valuations. I went through 
the farms valuing every field by digging up the 
soil; exposing the active soil and the subsoil. 
He then took me to another neighbourhood where 
he was also employed in valuations, and by that 
means, in the course of two summers, I became 
quite conversant with the agricultural system 
that was adopted in the Lothians, and also any 
system of valuation. I afterwards married a 
lady from Roxburghshire ; her father was a man 
of considerable property, and he also let his land 
by valuation. I always attended the valuators 
there, and I continued that practice up to 1830, 
when I undertook the valuation of Ireland, and I 
introduced the Scotch system of valuation based 
on the composition of the subjacent rock. That 
is the system which has been adopted by me in 
Ireland, and it, in ray opinion, is the only true 
system of valuation that has ever been brought 
forward. 0 

5207. I believe that you have kept up your 
knowledge of agriculture and geology ever since ? 
— Yes, ever since. 

5208. You have been asked about overtime 
work in the office ? — Yes. 

5209. Is the system of overtime still continued ? 
—It is not ; it was objected to by the Treasury, 
that the men who were up all night should work 
all day. But the difficulty that arose as to the 
overtune was this : we had only a certain num- 
ber of months to make the revision, and before 
the revisors had finished their work in the country, 
the summer assizes, when it was all to be finished, 
were approaching ; and the consequence was 
that the whole of the work had to be done in six 
weeks. By making the change (as Mr. Greene 
and I considered necessary), we begin the revi- 
sion two months earlier than formerly, which 
gives us ample time, and the work is done now 
without overtime. 



521°. When was the system of overtime 
abolished ?— Since 1864. 

5211. You have been asked some questions as 
to the use made of the townland valuation in 
the tenements valuation ? — I was. 

5212. I believe there was never any townland 
valuation in Munster, or in the county of Dublin? 
— There was not. 

5213. To what extent was any use made of 



the townland valuation in the provinces of Lein- 
sterand Connaught?— In the province of Leinster" 
to a certain degree, they did use it, but it was 
found useless and abandoned ; in the county of 
Cavan it was used, but in no other parts of the 
north of Ireland ; the valuers did not attend to 
it, and we abandoned it. 

5214. With the exception you have mentioned 
it was not used in the north of Ireland ?— No. ’ 

5215. It was not given to the check valuers for 
use ? — Never. 

5216. With regard to the allotment of rates 
and taxes, was that done by the field valuers in the 
field ? — The valuators made their valuation in the 
field without reference to the rates or taxes- 
those matters were afterwards ascertained in the 
office on consultation with the valuators, and were 
finally determined. 

5217. In the office? — Yes; there were irregu- 
larities in carrying it out, but that was the rule 
of the office. 

5218. If the superintendents did their duty, 
that work ought to have been done under their 
eye ?— Yes ; it ought to have been done by them 
under their eye, but sometimes it was done in a 
hurry, and it was necessary to get it done when 
there was a sudden call for the Boor Law rating; 
but it was always done in the office afterwards 
correctly, and the Poor Law relief books were 
corrected where there was any change found ne- 
cessary. 

521 9. The cases iu which it was done were 
exceptions to the general rule of the office?— 
Yes. 

5220. With regard to the revisions, what was 
the exact duty of the revisor with respect to the 
changes that have taken place? — The revisor 
was to remark 011 all the changes that have taken 
place with regard to occupancy. 

5221. The O' Conor Dora.] Do I understand 
you to say that you wish to correct Mr. Greene’s 
evidence ? — I do not know what Mr. Greene’s 
evidence was, but I state what the regulation of 
the office was. 

5222. But I mean with reference to a particu- 
lar question, do you wish to say anything about 
Mr. Greene’s evidence? — Yes, with reference to 
Question 239. 

5223. Have you made notes of the evidence? 
—No. 

5224. Then how have you had that question 
before you ? — Because it was referred to at the 
time. 

5225. You are reading from a written docu- 
ment in which reference is made to a particular 
question which Mr. Greene answered ? — Yes. 

5226. Did you take notes of Mr. Greene’s 
evidence ? — To a certain degree I did. A ques- 
tion arose, and I thought I would investigate 
what were the facts. 

5227. Have you gone over Mr. Greene’s evi- 
dence and noted it, to shew where it is incorrect? 
— I do not mean to contradict Mr. Greene ; I only 
state what I think , 

5228. Have you come here to-day to give 
evidence with regard to the answers that were 
given by Mr. Greene ? — No ; I do not come here 
to contradict Mr. Greene ; with regard to the re- 
vision, it is technical, and therefore I have written 
it out. 

5229. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.~] You come here 
to state accurately to the Committee what you 
conceive to be the duty of the re visor ?— Yes ; 
where changes have taken place, it is the duty 
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of the revisor to enter all such changes in his 
book and on the maps, and when those books and 
maps are returned to the office, it is the duty of 
the Divisional Superintendent to check the altera- 
tions with the original documents. If he omits 
doing so he neglects his duty. 

5230. Mr. Stacpoole.] That does not appear 
in any way in the answers previously given, does 
it? — I do not say that it does ; I only wish to 
make a definite statement. 

5231. Mr. Chichester Fortescite .] Now with 
regard to Question 290, with respect to the 
solicitor’s duties, will you state to the Committee 
what you conceive to be the duties of the solici- 
tor? — He has to conduct all the appeals, advise 
on various law questions that frequently arise, 
occasionally assist the Commissioner in meeting 
deputations from public bodies, draw' cases for 
counsel, &c. In 1851 over 5,000 appeals were 
lodged in the County Tipperary, the solicitor was 
then unknown to me, and was employed to con- 
duct those appeals as having the largest business 
in the county; he gave satisfaction; his costs 
would have been over 5.000 /., but an arrange- 
ment was come to that he should be permanently 
appointed at 400 1. a year, which was reduced to 
300 1. on his getting an office at Ely-place. He 
lias acted both as solicitor and counsel in all the 
appeals throughout the country and has saved it 
a considerable expense in consequence. In the 
year 1851 there was no solicitor appointed, and 
whenever there was an appeal we employed a 
local solicitor, and we were generally beaten, be- 
cause he did not understand the Acts of Parlia- 
ment. We did not want to go to the expense of 
sending down a counsel, and to avoid that in the 
case of Tipperary, where there were 5,000 ap- 
peals, I thought it necessary to try and find out a 
local solicitor in the district to undertake the ap- 
peals. Mr. Jones, one of my officers, was em- 
ployed at Nenagh, in the county of Tipperary, 
during the days that the quarter sessions were 
held, and I directed him to go into court for a day 
or two, to see who were the solicitors most em- 
ployed, who were the most intelligent, and seemed 
to conduct themselves in a proper . and suitable 
manner, and to observe also who had the ear of 
the assistant barrister. He reported that Mr. 
Bolton was the man. I requested Mr. Bolton 
to come up to Dublin. I think that there 
were 1,500 appeals at Nenagh and I told him 
that there were a great number of appeals alto- 
gether, perhaps 5,000, and I asked him, “ What 
do you usually charge?” and he replied, “ 1 1. 
an appeal.” That would be 5,000 1., I said, “ I 
cannot recommend that to the Treasury, could 
you make an arrangement?” He said, “Yes, I 
know the county of Tipperary very well ; I am 
quite certain a great number of these appeals 
wall never be prosecuted, and I will be satisfied if 
you will allow me 400 1. a year, and I will under- 
take all the appeals in Ireland, and charge nothing 
more than travelling expenses in addition.” I 
■^ote to the Treasury urging that that was a good 
offer and recommending them to try it for one 
year. W e got through all those appeals ; there 
were only a few alterations made ; when the ap- 
pellents found they were objected to they were 
afraid of being saddled with the costs and with- 
tfrew, and with very little difficulty we got 
through them. In the King’s County the same 
tmng took place. Mr. Bolton got through the 
oases with credit to us and with very little profit 
to himself. 

0.57. 



5232. Chairman.'] Was there any stipulation g; r 

on the part of Mr. Bolton, that he was to have p, Griffith. 

an office in Bagot-street ? — Mr. Bolton had his “ - 

office at the Four Courts, and frequently we had 22 July 
deputations from railway boards, mining boards, 1 869. 
and fishery companies, wanting to get their valua- 
tions reduced. We required legal advice con- 
stantly, and I told Mr. Bolton that the position 
of his office was very inconvenient, and therefore 
that he should take an office in the neighbour- 
hood. “ W ell,” said he, “ I pay 100 1. a year 
for an office where I am, and if you can supply 
me with a good room in the Valuation Office, I 
will take 30u 1. a year instead of 400 l.” We did 
so, and he is always there, and he only receives 
300 1. a year for his services. 

5233. Mr. M e Carthy Downing.] Are the Com- 
mittee to understand that Mr. Bolton never got 
more than 400 1. a year ? — Yes. 

5234. Do you mean to say that during 1851 
and 1852, when he had all those appeals he had 
only 400 l. a year ? — I do mean so. 

5235. Chairman.] He is engaged in the same 
kind .of work as the office work, is he not ; has 
not liis business increased very much ? — I know 
nothing about that, but he never fails us. 

5236. I was asking you the question whether 
Mr. Bolton stipulated that he was to have an 
office in your house in Bagot-street? — No; it 
was not in Bagot-street. 

5237. I understood you to say that Mr. Bolton 
gave up 100 l. a year in order to get his office in 
Bagot-street ? — No ; in Ely-place. 

5238. Was he never in Bagot-street? — 

Never. 

5239. Was not the solicitor’s office in Fitz- 
william-place ? — Never. 

5240 Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] But Mr. 

Bolton never failed you, you say? — Never. 

5241. And you have as much command of his 
services as you require ? — Perfectly so ; and we 
always succeed. 

5242. Chairman.] In the compulsory levies on 
the county liis services were always included, 
were they not ? — Of course they were ; he did 
the duties of the Valuation Office. 

5243. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] I gather from 
your evidence that you think the counties obtain 
very good value for their money ? — I think so, 
indeed. 

5244. Chairman.] Do you mean to say that the 
counties have obtained value for the 1,000,000 1. of 
money that was levied off them ? — A million 
has not been levied, only 600,000/. 

5245. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] At Question 
3198, Mr. Thompson stated that he believed his 
valuation in Ulster had been beyond the scale 
given in the Instruction Book ; do you find that 
Mr. Thompson was correct in that belief? — No ; 
the check valuator saw that he was not incorrect ; 
he was right. 

5246. It was their business to test that, and if 
they had considered it to exceed the scale they 
would reduce it? — Yes. 

5247. But they did not do so, and therefore 
they considered it right ? — They considered it cor- 
rect. 

5248. At Question 3787 there was an answer 
given upon the question of manipulating the 
valuation by reference to the rent of the land ; is 
there any observation which you would like to 
address to the Committee upon that ? — Accord- 
ing to the 9 & 10 Viet, the valuators are re- 
quired to value the land according to the rent 

C c for 
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Sir for the pool’ law rating, but for the levy of the 
if. Griffith, county they were to value according to a scale 

of prices; consequently great difficulties were to 

be overcome until the 15 & 16 Viet, came into 
l8G 9- operation, that is to say, until both levies were 
made according to the scale of agricultural prices. 
The moment that the change took place in the 
year 1853, on the passing of the 15 & 16 Viet, 
we did not take the rental, in other woi’ds, the 
valuators did not follow this rule, sometimes the 
surveyor did put them down, but they were never 
attended to ; it was contrary to our regulations 
that they should be attended to. It has been 
asserted or thought that the valuation of Ulster 
is based on a different -scale from the other 
valuations of Ireland, but that is not the case. 
The acreable valuation of Ulster being a great 
deal higher than any other district, it might be 
considered that such was the case, but I hold in 
my hand a paper which will show that a gradual 
change took place as the valuation proceeded 
northward. After the year 1853, which was the 
year of the failures connected with the famine, 
the country recovered its usual tone, the valua- 
tion was very low, because prices were low, and 
produce was extremely deficient at the time. I 
have a table here, which shows that the crops of 
wheat and potatos were not more than one-half 
of what were usually produced from the same 
lands in other years, and that the country was re- 
duced to a wretched condition. 

5249. That is to say, combined with the high 
rate of taxes ? — Yes ; owing to the low rate of 
produce and the small return, people threw up 
their farms and ran away. The consequence was, 
that the counties of Kerry, Limerick, Queen’s 
County, Tipperary, and Waterford, were all 
valued at a very low scale, requiring to be 
revised and increased ; and at the present time, 
my opinion is, that if they were now revised, they 
would be raised 5 s. in the pound. 

5250. Chairman^ Is not this repeating the 
evidence already given ? — This was in the year 
1853. Then coming to the year 1855, in King’s 
County, in the county of Longford, in the county 
of Meath, and the county of West Meath, the 
valuations come nearer to the present scale. In 
King’s County the valuation only requires 35. Ad 
in the pound, and in Longford, 3 s. 4d . ; but in the 
county of Meath, where there is a great quantity 
of very fine land, it should be much increased ; 
and also in Westmeath for the same reason. 

5251. Mr. Chichester Fortescue. ] But generally, 
as you are further removed from the time of the 
famine, so you find the valuations then executed 
nearer to the mark? — Yes, we find them nearer 
to the mark. Going on to the years 1856 and 
1857, we find in the county of Clare, where there 
is a great deal of fine land, it requires 4 s. in the 
pound. In the county of Cavan they found it 
was not necessary to make any alteration; but in 
Leitrim, which joins Cavan, though a very poor 
country, still the valuation was so much better, 
that to make it up to the county of Cavan, it only 
requires 2 s. 6 d. in the pound ; the same in Sligo, 
which adjoins Fermanagh, so that beginning from 
the south, and going to the north, according as 
we got near to the present period, we find agri- 
culture had so improved, and the people were so 
much better off, that the land became of more 
value, and therefore when we reached the coun- 
ties of Tyrone, or Monaghan, Antrim, Fer- 
managh, and Down, we found that the scale 
which we had was the value which we should 



put on them, all the circumstances of the district 
being taken into consideration ; I say that there 
has been no change of scale, but only a change 
of circumstances. The value in the north is cor- 
rect, and not higher ; the difference is merely 
owing to the improvement of the agriculture and 
industry of the people. 

5252. In Mr. Hitchcock’s evidence a question 
was asked, at Q. 4 177, with regard to motives of a 
religious kind, which it was supposed might have 
led to the nomination of candidates for appoint- 
ments? — I hardly think that the Committee 
would think me capable of that ; I never did so, 
or thought of asking what any man’s relio-ious 
opinions Avere, and never shall. My object was 
to get proper people, and I solemnly assert that 
such a thing never entered my mind. 

5253. You only endeavoured to ascertain the 
respectability and the education of the parties ? 
— The suitableness of the man for the appoint- 
ment, and his general education. 

5254. Is it within your knowledge, or within 
your belief, that work has ever been charged in 
the office to the counties which has not been done 
for them ? — I do not believe that such a thing has 
ever been done; there have been doubts expressed 
on the subject here, but I believe Avork done for 
counties has been properly charged to them. 

5255. M r. M‘ Carthy Downing^] You are'aAvare, 
I suppose, it has been given in evidence to this 
Committee that before the reduction of the staff 
the proportion of Catholics to Protestants in the 
office was two to one ? — Yes. 

5256. I presume you also knoAv it has been 
stated that in the removal of those officials it so 
happens now that the proportion is reversed ; is 
not that rather remarkable ? — I will explain that ; 
the sui’veyors who were employed in the valua- 
tion service to lay doAvn the boundaries of farms 
not shoAvn on the Ordnance Survey Avere almost 
all Roman Catholics, and a great number of field 
valuators were also Roman Catholics, and it 
became necessary to dismiss them all Ax r hen the 
work was done. 

5257. Looking at class No. 1, there Avas a 
majority of Roman Catholics to Protestants 
before the reduction, and now there is only one 
Roman Catholic in the first- class ; is that so ? — 
The Roman Catholics in the first class Avere all 
there since 1850 as before; there has been no 
alteration since the time that Mr. Kelly was 
superintendent, who was himself a Roman 
Catholic. 

5258. How many Roman Catholics are there 
in the first class? — No change was made; there 
is one added perhaps, but there is not even one 
fewer than there was when Mr. Kelly left, ex- 
cept those superannuated. 

5259. It was given in evidence that only one 
Roman Catholic has obtained an appointment for 
a number of years, and I think his name is 
Freeman ? — He was appointed as being qualified 
by the Civil Service Commissioners. 

5260. But he was the only one, was he not ?— 
I cannot help that; I can only say that the 
department remains as it was when Mr. Kelly 
was there. 

5261. At all events you do not yourself select} 
or dismiss or remove anyone because of his reli- 
gion ? — Never ; the officers in charge of counties 
are the very same as they were when Mr. Kelly 
was superintendent. 

5262. I understood that you were giving some 
reason to the Committee why the valuation^ 1 
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the south of Ireland was lower than the valua- 
tion in the north of Ireland ? — Yes. 

5263. And I think I understood you to say 
that the valuation in the south ought to be raised 
os, in the pound ? — I think it ought. 

5264. "VVhat do you think the valuation in the 
pound ought to be in the north ? — Nothing from 
what it is now ; owing to industry and agri- 
cultural knowledge the country is in a much 
more prosperous state. The difference arises 
partly from poor-rates and partly agriculture ; all 
Ulster produces flax. 

5265. Ulster is so prosperous and the price of 
flax is so high ? — Yes, and there a better price 
can be obtained for land than anywhere else, 
the valuation is at what I call a fair living of 
value. 

5266. But are you not giving the very strongest 
reason why it should be raised in the north ? — 
No, because it is raised up to a fair level of 
value now. 

5267. What was the price of flax when it was 
valued ? — That does not matter. 

5268. But that is the very staple of the dis- 
trict, is it not ? — We took the value of the flax 
along with the rest. 

5269. It was 6 s. 3 d. a stone then, was it not? 
— Yes. 

5270. And is it not now 11 s. or 12 s. ? — We 
have evidence here which shows that what I state 
is correct. Colonel Forde the other day said that 
our valuation was higher than his rents. 

5271. I want your evidence; you give the 
Committee as a reason why the north ought not 
to be raised the great prosperity of Ulster and 
its great success in the flax trade ? — Yes. 

5272. Is not that a strong reason why it should 
be raised ? — No, because it is up to a fair level at 
present 

5273. Did you not give the Committee as a 
reason why the valuation in the south of Ireland 
should not be raised its high poor-rate and the 
depressed state of agriculture ? — I do not under- 
stand. 

5274. If agriculture has so improved in the 
north, that flax is double the price, is not that a 
reason why It should be raised ? — I take the 
rents of the land as they are at present. 

5275. How do you know them ? — By hearsay ; 
I also know it myself; I know that my rents 
were lower than the valuation. 

5276. You have an estate there, have you? — 
Yes, I had, and I ought to have raised my rents, 
for the valuation is higher than my rents. Sir 
Thomas Staples and Colonel Forde state their 
valuations are higher than their rents. 

5277. How do you know that? — Because they 
say so. 

5278. You say that the valuation of the north 
is nearly equal to the rents ; that valuation took 
place when flax was 6 s. 3 d. a stone, and it is 
now 11 s. a stone, is it not? — But flax is not the 
whole produce. 

5279. But is not it the great produce ? — The 
proof is that gentlemen have not raised their 
rents. 

5280. Six Frederick Hey gate. Is it within 
your knowledge that the average produce of 
flax per acre has been diminishing for many 
years past ? — Yes, of course, the high price in- 
duced people to grow flax where they ought not 
to do so. 

5281. You have heard that stated as a fact? — 
Yes. 

0.57. 



5282. Mr. M‘Carthy Downing.'] Is not that Sir 

always the case whatever the price of land is ? — 22. Griffith. 
Yes ; but I know that our valuation in the north 

is a fair valuation for rating this minute, and in 22 July 
the south it is not a fair valuation. 1 86p. 

5283. You want to put upon those in the 
south 12 per cent., do you not? — No; I want to 
make all relatively equal. 

5284. Chairman.'] At the conclusion of your an- 
swer to the Right honourable Member the Secre- 
tary for Ireland, you stated as your opinion that 
the evidence given by those gentlemen who came 
before the Committee as to charging to particular 
counties work which was not done for them, was 
not correct, and that those witnesses had not 
spoken the truth ? — No, I did not infer that ; I 
hope that they spoke to the best of their belief; 
and that they spoke what they thought was 
true ; but 1 think that they did not speak what 
was correct. My own character is at stake in 
the matter, and I can only say that I believe 
that there was no county or barony charged un- 
less work was done for it. 

5285. But evidence was given before the Com- 
mittee to the contrary ? — Then I suppose that 
the man did not know what he was saying ; you 
must leave that to me, if you please. 

5286. However, you put your opinion in oppo- 
sition to their evidence ? — I do. It is mere 
assertion 

5287. You stated, in answer to the Secretary 
for Ireland, that one of the chief recommenda- 
tions for you was the respectability of the parties 
whom you employed ; do you admit that there 
was no preliminary examination ? — Education 
and respectability are of great importance. I 
chiefly referred to suitability. 

5288. The O'Conor Don.] I understood you 
to say that the valuation of Ulster was con- 
ducted on the same scale as the rest of Ireland ? 

— It was. 

5289. And that that was a scale based on the 
prices in the Act of 1852 ? — Yes. 

5290. In your former evidence before the Com- 
mittee you stated your belief that that scale of 
prices was 25 per cent, under the present prices, 
did you not ? — Yes. 

5291. That is to say, the valuation of Ulster 
was in fact conducted at about 25 per cent under 
the present prices? — Yes. 

5292. Do you consider that a valuation car- 
ried on on a scale of prices so much lower than 
the existing ones can be a satisfactory valuation 
at this time ? — There are difficulties about it, but 
great improvements have taken place in the 
north of Ireland, such as the improvements in 
agriculture, so that the price as given by our 
valuators in the north, which gradually rose from 
the south, corresponds with the present state of 
the agriculture, and the valuation corresponds 
with the fair rents. 

5293. The fact is that you consider the valua- 
tion in Ulster high, is it not? — Yes. 

5294. But that does not prove that it was con- 
ducted on the same scale as the rest of Ireland, 
does it? — No; not that it was conducted on 
the same scale as the rest of Ireland, 
but in proportion as the country improved as 
you went to the north of Ireland the valuation 
became higher. The check valuator found that 
the county of Leitrim required only 2 s. 6 d. 

5295. But is it not self-evident that if the 
valuation of Ulster was based on prices 25 per 
cent, under the present prices, that valuation can- 

c c 2 not 
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Sir not be correct ? — It is relative, and it is up to the 
R. Griffith, fair living rents at this minute. 

5206. Mr. Sullivan.'] Is there any record in 

y° lir office of the number of appeals that were 



begun against valuations?— Yes, Mr Bnltn* 
could supply that. 

5297. Mr. McCarthy Downing.] There were 
many not tried, were there? — No. 



Mr. James Patrick Organ, called in ; and Examined. 



Mr. 5298. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] I BELIEVE 

J. P. Organ, that you are Storekeeper in the Valuation Office? 

5299. You are the gentleman in charge of all 
the records of that office, are you not? — All 
that are not in immediate use ; each division has 
its own records. 

5300. But you keep all the records that are 
stored away? — Yes. 

5301. How are they kept?— There are eight 
different stores, and in one or other of those stores 
there must be a fire lighted every day, and 
generally speaking two fires a day are lighted all 
the year round. 

5302. Is that in order to protect those docu- 
ments from damp ? — Yes. 

5303 Besides those documents which are kept 
in store 1 presume that there is a quantity of 
waste paper which is not preserved?— There' is a 
very large quantity of waste paper arising from 
time to time, and wc store it, because the order 
from the present Commissioner is that the paper 
shall be sent to Her Majesty’s Stationery Office. 
But there is a quantity of worthless waste paper 
which accumulates every day, and there is a fire 
lighted to burn it, old envelopes and so on. 

. 5304. There is a quantity of waste paper which 
is good for nothing else, which is used for lighting 
fires, is there not ? — Quite so. 

5305. Could any document not of the character 

of waste paper which ought to have been kept 
in store have been burnt without your knowledge 9 
—Certainly not. ° 

5306. You are prepared to say to the Com- 
mittee that within your knowledge no such 
affair ever took place and could never have taken 
place without your knowledge?— I am quite 
prepared to say, the assertion made, that there 
were documents done away with, is false. I do 
not know whose evidence it is, but the asser- 
tion reached me in Dublin. As I have already 
stated, there are fires lighted every day all the 
year round, and consequently there is smoke 
every day in the year ; there is nothing particular 
in that. 

5307. The O' Conor Don.] At Question 4834, 
the honourable Chairman asked Mr. Hutchings, 
“You have been constantly in the office at 
Dublin, can you tell the Committee if there is 
any foundation for a report that when it was 
arranged that the Committee should be appointed 
there was a great burning of papers connected 
with the office ” ? And he replied, “ There was 
a report, but I know nothing of it”?— Nor 
do I. 

5308. You agree with Mr. Hutchings then ? — 
Quite. 

5309. What is the statement which you have 
come to contradict?— The statement that I heard 
as having been made here, that Colonel French said 
he had heard from two or three people the asser- 
tion that the papers were burnt, and I come to 
say that the assertion was untrue. 

5310. Did you hear any report in the office 
about papers being burnt ?— Never, until I heard 



of it in a report of the evidence given here in the 
“Freeman’s Journal” in Ireland. 

5311. Mr. M'Carthy Downing.] Where are the 
fires lit that you spoke of? — When you go down 
stairs in the under basement there are two stores 
and every day in the year a fire is lit in each of 
them ; then there is a rear building, you go 
through a long passage, and there is a building 
that was occupied as a kitchen in the days of 
Lord Clare, there is a kitchen fire-grate, and 
above stairs there are three other stores. It is 
my business to see that the papers are all pre- 
served from damp, and every day there are lar»e 
fires lighted. 

5312. Is there a fire lighted in the back store? 
— Certainly. 

5313. You say that it is quite a common thin® 
to burn papers ? — It is quite a common thin" to 
burn useless papers. 

5314. At Question 4844, Mr. Hutchings was 
asked, “ You saw the smoke coming from the 
chimney,” and he replied, “ Yes ; and I saw 
paper flying out of the chimney ” ? — Yes, embers 
of papers, the same as you might see on a windy 
day. All my stores are thrown fully open in 
broad daylight. Would I do it in the daylight 
if I was about to commit such an offence ; they 
were not manly enough to make the assertion, the 
insinuation was that I, more or less, allowed my- 
self to commit a fraud by doing away with 
documents. 

5315. Could documents be burnt without your 
knowledge? — None without my permission, and 
without my knowledge. 

5316. Chairman.] Sir Richard Griffith has 
referred to you as one of the persons who was 
present at the meeting when he denied he used 
the expression that Mr. Greene was not a valuer ? 
— I do not know anything about it ; I was at the 
meeting, it is true, for about five minutes, but my 
business is to deny the assertion with regard to 
these documents. I know nothin** more about 
it. 

5317. Mr. Stacpoole.] Could that conversation 
have taken place without your remembering it? 
— Yes ; I was not in the room five minutes. 

5318. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] You cannot 
speak to that at all ? — No. 

5319. The O' Conor Don.] Are the Committee 
to understand that you heard no report at all in 
the office about the burning of those papers ?— 
No ; I knew nothing of it until I read it in the 
** Freeman’s Journal.” 

5320. Chairman-] Have you heard anything 
of an indignation meeting about the perjury of 
witnesses being called in your office ? — Yes ; I 
remember something about that meeting. 

5321. Mr. M‘ Cartliy Downing.] When was that ? 
— About a fortnight ago. 

5322. Do you know who called that meeting? 
— I do not. 

5323. Do you know anyone who attended 
that meeting? — I do; I heard the names of 
people. 

5324. What 
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5324. What was the object of that meeting ? — 
The object was, as I understand, to express 
confidence in Mr. Greene. 

5325. Did it go beyond that? — Not that I 
know of. 

5326. Do you know whether there were any 



resolutions come to at that meeting ? — I heard 
there were, but I have never seen them. 

5327. Did. you hear that there were resolu- 
tions come to at that meeting condemnatory 
of some of the witnesses examined here ? — I did 
not. 



Mr. George Bolton, called in ; and Examined. 



5328. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] What is 
your position ? — I am Solicitor to the Valuation 
Office. 

5329. Mr. O’Reilly made a statement before 
the Committee, at Questions 2635 to 2744, to 
the effect that Mr. Greene had charged his 
travelling expenses to Ennistymon to attend 
appeals, which were three days in hearing, during 
the whole of which time he remained at Killiney ; 
have you a statement to make to the Committee 
with regard to that ? — Yes ; I was present when 
Mr. O’Reilly made that statement that Mr. 
Greene had charged for going to attend appeals 
which were three days at hearing, during Which 
time he remained at home ; that charge was 
utterly false. I was the solicitor who had charge 
of those appeals, and I went down from the 
Valuation Office in Dublin the day before the 
appeals came on to attend the hearing of those 
appeals ; Sir Richard Griffith and Mr. Greene 
were in the office, and Mr. Greene was detained 
by pressure of business, and Sir Richard gave 
Mr. Greene directions that he was to follow me 
by the night mail. I arrived the day before, and 
Mr. Moylan was there ; I sent for him, and I 
saw my way towards dismissing the appeals quickly. 
The appeals would have come on in the ordinary 
course at 12 o’clock, but these appeals were taken 
up at 10 o’clock, and shortly afterwards I was 
anxious to get away, and I applied to the solicitor 
on the other side to allow the appeals to come on 
at 10 o’clock, when the court sat ; they came on, 
and they were discharged in about 10 minutes. 
I stepped on to the car just going out, and I 
met Mr. Greene posting in from Limerick to 
attend the appeals ; so the statement that he did 
not come down to attend appeals which were 
three days at hearing is utterly false, and Mr. 
O’Reilly had good reason to know that it was 
false; litis occurred in 1857, and it was investi- 
gated shortly afterwards. Mr. O’Reilly was 
quite aware of the facts, but he came here not- 
withstanding that, and repeated the statement 
before this Committee. 

5330. Mr. Sullivan."] That was in 1857, was 

— Yes; Mr. Greene stepped on the car with 

me, we turned round and posted all night to Lis- 
more in the county of Waterford to attend other 
appeals. 

5331. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] A statement 
was made by Mr. Marquis, at Question 340, that 
Mr. Byron ordered him to charge work mentioned 
ux five progress journals for 1857 and 1858 to 
certain counties for which work had not been 
done, can you throw any light on that matter ? — 
I can ; I was present when that statement was 
made. Mr. Marquis stated, that for five months 
m 1857 and 1858, he was working under Mr. 
Ryland Byron, and that Mr. Bvron ordered him 
to charge to counties work which was not done for 
Ihem ; I have got here the records of the office 
{producing looks and papers'), and I find that 
during, the entire of 1857 and 1858, with the 
exception of the month of October, Mr. Marquis 
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was working under Mr. Hitchcock ; I am aware 
of my own knowledge that Mr. Hitchcock was 
quite away from Mr. Byron. For the month of 
October 1857, which is the only month that Mr. 
Marquis could have been under Mr. Byron, I 
have a document from the Audit Office, which 
shows that every hour of his service was charged 
to the Boundary Survey, which was a different 
department, so that that statement cannot by any 
possibility be true. I produce receipts from the 
Audit Office for October 1857, which is the only 
month that Mr. Marquis was working under Mr. 
Byron in 1857 or 1858. I may state that those 
questions came upon us by surprise, and that we 
had not the documents with us at the time to 
contradict Mr. Marquis’s statement. 

5332. The O' Conor Don.] Does it appear from 
Mr. Marquis’s progress returns in what office he 
was working ? — The progress returns do not 
show that, but the book kept by the divisional 
superintendent, whose duty it is to keep a record, 
shows it. 

5333. Supposing an assistant was attached to 
a particular division, although he might be work- 
ing temporarily in that office in which Mr. 
Byron is, would not his name appear in the divi- 
sional superintendent’s list? — No, the very 
moment that an assistant went to another division 
his name would appear in another division. 

5334. Is Mr. Byron’s a division in itself? — 
Yes, it is ; it is a division in Sir Richard 
Griffith’s office, in Fitzwilliam-place, which Mr. 
Hitchcock had nothing to do with. 

5335. Is Mr. Byron a divisional superin- 
tendent? — I do not know that he is called by' 
that name, but he occupies a high position in the 
office. He occupies a high position with a cer- 
tain number of regular assistants under him. It 
is only in Sir Richard Griffith’s office that he 
would have anything to say to the work referred 
to. 

5336. Are not a great many of the tracings 
and drawings done in Sir Richard Griffith’s office 
done in various departments in his office ? — 
Yes. 

5337. And done under Mi’. Byron? — Yes. 

5338. And the persons working at them would 
appear as serving under Mr. Byron, would they 
not ? — Under Mr. Byron or under Mr. Eland. 

5339. They would not appear at all in any 
other division, I suppose ? — No, certainly not. 

5340. Although their time was charged to 
counties under superintendents in Ely-place? 
— N°j you are mistaken ; while they were work- 
ing in Ely-place they would be under the super- 
intendent there ; but the moment they went to 
Fitzwilliam-place they would appear as in Fitz- 
william-place. 

5341. When a man was working at Fitzwilliam- 
place, his time would not be charged to any 
particular county, you think ? — That is my belief. 

5342. Is that the case ? — I am certain that is 
the case. 

5343. But suppose the Committee had had a 
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progress return handed in to them, in which they 
, find the time of a man employed at Fitz william - 
place charged to counties, under the superin- 
tendents in Ely-placc, what would you say ? — I 
am aware that there are not any progress returns 
at Fitzwilliam-place. 

5344. But if there was a progress return 
handed into the Committee, stating that Mr. 
Marquis, or anyone else; was working at No. 2, 
Fitzwilliam-place, and if that return were signed 
by Mr. Eland, and the time was charged to par- 
ticular counties, would that be correct ; are 
there any counties under Mr. Byron ? — I am not 
aware that there are particular counties ; I believe 
not. 

5345. Do you think that any time that an 
officer was working at Ely-place should not be 
charged to any county ? — I think not. 

5346. If the return handed in to the Com- 
mittee showed that a person working at Fitz- 
n illiam-place had his time charged to particular 
counties, would that be wrong? — I think so. 
But this statement, that Mr. Marquis was work- 
ing under Mr. Byron in those months, cannot be 
true, because I have the record here, which shows 
when he was working under Mr. Hitchcock. 

5347. But would not his time, if charged to 
the counties under Mr. Hitchcock, appear in Mr. 
Hitchcock’s book, although he was working at 
Fitzwilliam-place ? — Certainly not; if he was 
working at Fitzwilliam-place he would cease to 
appear in Mr. Hitchcock’s book, and in fact he 
could not be charged to anything in Mr. 
Hitchcock’s division. 

5348. But taking it as a fact that the men 
working at Fitzwilliam-place had their time 
charged to particular counties, would not those 
names appear in the superintendent’s divisional 
list who had the superintendence over those 
counties ? — It would not ; the divisional super- 
intendent loses control over them. 

5349. Mr. M‘ Ccirthy Downing. 1 "Why do you 
direct your evidence to the month of October 1857? 
— Because 1 find that in every month in 1857 and 
in 1858, this man was working under Mr. Hitch- 
cock, except in October ; and lie is charged regu- 
larly every day ; but I find that October is a blank 
in Mr. H itchcock’s book, because he had gone for 
that month to Mr. Byron: I have traced him 
through the Audit Office, and I find that for 
October 1857 he was working under Mr. Byron, 
and that he was charged as under Mr. Byron to 
the Boundary Survey. 

5350. Mr. Chichester Fortescue. 1 A statement 
was made by Mr. Hitchcock, at Question 3788, 
that the valuation in his belief was based on rents, 
you as solicitor to the department must have the 
means of forming an opinion upon that matter ; 
what is your opinion with regard to that? — My 
opinion is, that he is labouring under a great 
mistake. He was thinking' of the 9 & 10 Vict., 
but since the passing of the 15 & 16 Vict., of 
which I drew the rough draft myself, I can state 
that it is not based on rents. I have had the 
care of the appeals of all the counties in Ireland. 
In Tipperary about 5,000 appeals passed through 
my hands, and I can state that the element of 
rent has never entered into our calculations since 
the 15 & 16 Vict. passed. 

5351. Mr. Hitchcock stated, at Question 3811, 
that in the county of Cavan deductions were 
made from the valuation after the primary valua- 
tion was published; can you explain that? — I 
was rather astonished to find the divisional super- 



intendent not aware of the state of the law. The 
Act of Parliament expressly gives the Commis- 
sioners power to make that deduction ; I «umvwo 
Mr. Hitchcock forgot that. " 1 1 

5352. Mr. M‘ Carthy Downing .] He was only 
answering a question that was put to him, was he 
not? — No, it. was a distinct charge of his own. 

5353. But it was not suggested by him, was 
it? — Well, perhaps it was not suggested by him 
but it was by somebody else from the office 
through him. 

5354. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.'] Now, to go to 
Questions 4050 to 4054 ; statements have been 
made that valuations have been altered for the 
purpose of giving or depriving parties of the 
franchise ; now, within your experience or know- 
ledge, do you believe that there is any founda- 
tion for that statement? — All I can say is that two 
or three attempts were made in this respect, and 
nothing could have been resisted more strenuously 
than they were. At great expense and incon- 
venience we resisted appeals to raise or lower the 
valuations. We resisted them in Enniskillen to 
increase the franchise, and there was no matter 
connected with the office in which a stricter 
supervision was exercised to prevent the slightest 
interference of that kind. I can state of my own 
knowledge, that if there were the slightest sus- 
picion that any officer was tampering with the 
franchise, he would not have been tolerated for a 
moment in our office. 

5355. Chairman.] By whom would he be dis- 
missed ? — By Sir Bichard Griffith’s report to the 
Treasury. 

5356. That is your opinion, is it? — That is my 
opinion and conviction ; if such a thing happened 
1 should bring the matter before Sir Richard 
Griffith, and I am quite sure of the result. 

5357. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] At Question 
4460, it was stated that the valuation of certain 
lands in the county of Cork had been improperly 
increased, can you explain that statement ? — That 
was stated by Mr. O’Brien; he was right with 
regard to the fact of the increase, but he was not 
aware of the circumstances. I produce the 
original book (producing a hook), in which the 
valuation of those premises is entered. It is alleged 
that it is an improper increase, but that is not so. 
It was a clerical error in calculating, as appears 
by the books. It was set down at 8 s., it appears, 
and it was reduced to 6 s. from local circumstances, 
it is plain that the clerk in calculating the value 
took the 6 s. to be 6 d., and brought it out at the 
latter figure. 

5358. Mr. McCarthy Doioning.] Does that 
error continue in your book? — No; that error 
was discovered, and set right ; there is a special 
section in the Act of Parliament which enables 
that to be done. 

5359. You have had very great experience in 
this matter ; I wish to ask you whether you are 
not of opinion that appeals against valuations 
should be to the chairman alone ? — That is a 
matter which I have given a good deal of con- 
sideration to. I have no cause to complain of 
the magistrates as a body, but I do think that 
where perhaps a question of property was involved, 
in which they might themselves be interested, it 
might be as well to have the appeal made to th< 
chairman alone. 

5360. Mr. Sullivan.] That clerical error is 
quite plain on the face of the book, is it not?— 
Yes. 

5361. Have you any statistical account of the 

number 
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number of appeals which have been brought 
against valuations since you became connected 
with the Valuation Office ? — I think I have. In 
Tipperary there were 5,000 appeals, 1,200 of 
which were lodged with the Court of Appeal for 



trial ; we defeated almost all of those, aud then 
the rest melted away. 

5362. What per-centage of those appeals 
throughout the kingdom succeeded ? — Not 3 per 
cent, through the whole kingdom of Ireland. 



Mr. Henry Duffy - , called in : and Examined. 



5363. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] Can you ex- 
plain to the Committee the question which was 
raised with regard to Mr. Doheny not being 
charged to the county of Mayo for revising that 
portion of the Castlereagh union that belonged 
to the couuty of Mayo? — There is only one 
electoral division of Castlereagh that belongs to 
the county of Mayo; Mr. Doheny had only a 
few alterations to make, which he did on the 
same clay he was revising in Roscommon, in 
a few hours, and the matter was so small that 
he did not think it necessary to charge it to 
the county of Mayo, and consequently did not 
charge it. 

5364. The whole amount of work was ‘of a 
most trifling kind, was it not? — Yes; it was 
only a matter of a few hours, whereas the revision 
of the union took 28 days, all the remainder of the 
work being in the county of Roscommon. 

5365. Can you give the Committee any ex- 
planation with regard to the case of Mr. W. J. 
Burke, mentioned in Question 3896? — Yes; 
the return in which his name appears is for the 
financial year, from the 1st of April 1867 to the 
31st of March 1 868, as certified by the accountant. 

I was misinformed, or I misunderstood about that 
on the last day on which I gave my evidence, so 
I examined the accounts myself, and I find that 
the time I now state is correct, 

5366. 27 \e O' Conor Don.] But then you 
answered me to the contrary ? — I stated that I 
was told so by the Commissioner and the ac- 
countant, but they both now say differently, and 
that it is my mistake. 

5367 . Did not Mr. Greene, in my presence in 
Dublin, tell you that you should inquire into that 
before you came here to give evidence? — I forget 
if he did ; I understood him to say, it was the year 
1868, and so I stated here. They told me it was a 
mistake when I went back ; and in order to satisfy 
myself, I examined the accounts, and what I now 
state is the fact; that is to say, that the return is 
for the financial year from the 1st of April 1867 to 
the 31st of March 1868. Mr. Burke died on the 
8th April 1867, but payment was not made to his 
widow for some months after his death, because 
she had to take out letters of administration. 

5368. Can you explain to the Committee why 
a return professing to deal with the revision 
of the year 1868 should relate as much to the 
year 1867, and take in half that year? — I 
can only account for it in this way, that it was 
the financial year, and that the accountant made 
it out in that way. 

5369. But does the financial year of 1868 cor- 
respond with what you have stated? — Yes. 

5370. That is the return that was made to the 
grand juries in 1868 ? — I think so. The 1st of 
April 1867 to the 31st of March 1868, was the 
financial year. 

5371. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.’] Mr. Burke 
was alive at the beginning of that financial year, 
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was he not? — Yes, for eight days, for he died, as 
I have already stated, on the 8th of April 1867. 

5372. The O’ Conor Don.] Are the Committee 
to understand, that this return represents the 
amount that was charged to the grand juries in 
the year 1868? — It represents the amount that 
was charged in the returns, and paid from the 
1st of April 1867 to the 31st March 1868 to 
revisors, that is to say, it shows twice the amount 
because counties only paid one moiety. 

5373. But does it correspond with the charges 
that were made in that year to the Grand Juries ? 
— Yes ; from those dates. 

5374. But are those the data on which the 
amounts were made out for being paid? — Yes 
they are. 

5375. And therefore that return corresponds 
with the two half-yearly statements made to the 
Grand Jury in 1868 ? — Of course it does. 

5376. The last time you stated you had the 
authority to say that it was very different, did 
you not? — Yes, but since I went back I have 
found that it was not so ; they said, “ It was not 
what we told you,” and then I said, “ I will go 
and examine the accounts.” I have now examined 
the accounts, and what I state is correct. 

5377. In your former evidence you were asked, 

“ You say that the return given to us is for the 
work actually done in the year 1868, com- 
mencing with the 1st of Januai-y, and ending 
with the 31st of December 1868 ” ? aud you 
replied, “ Yes, and consequently including two 
months of the revision of 1869 instead of 1867. 
Q. You are quite sure of that? A. Yes. Q. 
You have authority for stating it from the office ? 
A. I have the authority of the Accountant and 
the Commissioners ” ? — Y es, I thought I had at 
that time. 

5378. Mr. Chichester Fortescue.] You say that 
you were inaccurately informed? — No, but I 
believe I was ; they say 1 was mistaken, and I 
believe it was a mistake that they made. At 
all events, I am certain I am quite right now, 
and I can swear that it is right if necessary. , 

5379. Have you referred to Mr. Hitchcock’s 
statement with regard to the proportion of Roman 
Catholics and Protestants in the service in M r. 
Kelly’s time, and the degree to which the religious 
element was supposed by him to have entered 
into the question of appointments? — I do not 
think he stated that the religious element had 
entered into the question of appointments. What 
be states was, that the proportion of Catholics to 
Protestants was two to one in Mr. Kelly’s time. 
Now I have made an examination as to the matter, 
and being a Roman Catholic myself, am a better 
judge as to the number of Catholics than Mr. 
Hitchcock could be. I find that there were 82 
Catholics and 66 Protestants in Mr. Kelly’s time, 
and I can state with confidence, that a political 
or religious element never entered into the 
question of appointments, promotions, or dis- 
continuations. The people who were discon- 
tinued were principally those who had been 
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engaged in surveying and valuing land, and of 
course, when the valuation ceased, they were sent 
away. 

5380. Mr. M c Carthy Dmoniug .] How can you 
possibly take upon yourself to say that ?— I know 
by the way in which the discontinuations were 
carried out. 

5381. But how can you take upon yourself to 
say that no appointments were made on account 
of' a man’s religion ; had you the power of ap- 
pointing? — No, but I saw the appointments. I 
recommended persons for promotion myself, and 
got several employed who were Roman Catholics. 

5382. Were you consulted about the appoint- 
ments ? — About many of them I was. 

5383. Will you look at that list ( handing a list 
to the Witness )? — Yes, there were 82 Catholics 
to 66 Protestants at the period referred to. 

5384. At what time ? — In the year 1850. That 
was in Mr. Kelly’s time, and the staff was greatly 
inci'eased after that. 

5385. What are the proportions now in No. 1 
classification ? — I do not know ; but I know that 
Protestants predominate now. 

5386. Now, I ask you to look at No. 1 classifi- 
cation ; are they not 11 to 1 at present ? — I am 
sure of that, in the first classification ; it was Mr. 
Kelly who appointed the superintendents in the 
first instance. 

5387. You gave me the numbers in 1850? — 
Yes. 

5388. I give you the numbers at present ? — 
Yes. 

5389. In the first class there are 11 to 1, are 
there not? — There are. 

5390. In the second class there are 12 Pro- 
testants to 1 1 Catholics, are there not ? — That is 
the revising class of officers generally. If a poli- 
tical element were taken into consideration in 
the office, the Protestants would be in the ma- 
jority in the second class, whereas they are not. 

5391. But they are so, are they not? — Only 
by one. 

5392. You have stated that the reason the re- 
lative numbers were altered was because in the 
third class a greater number were Roman Ca- 
tholics, and that it was in that class dismissals 
took place ? — No, I said that there were a great 
many field surveyors and valuators, who were 
highly paid men, and when the valuation ceased 
there was no further use for their services. Of 
course, the late appointments made under the 
Treasury caused a great predominance of Pro- 
testants. 



5393. Out of 12, there is only one Catholic is 
there ?— That was not Mr. Greene’s fault, be- 
cause he gave nine nominations within my know- 
ledge to Catholics. 

5394. The O’ Conor Don.] Are you sure of 
that? — Sir Richard Griffith gave them, on his 
recommendation. 

5395. Mr. M‘ Carthy Doioning Can you sav 

to whom Mr. Greene gave those nominations ?-l 
To a good many. 

5396. Was there more than one Catholic 
among them? — There were nine; Mr. Leeson 
was one, Mr. Duggan was another, Mr. French 
another, and several others. 

5397. When was that? — Out of those 11. 

5398. How many years ago is that? —It is not 
many years ago, about two years ago, I think. 

5399. With regard to the third class, are you 
aware that there are 36 Protestants to 17 Catholics 
in the third class? — I count 31 Protestants to 
23 Catholics. 

5400. Mr. Hitchcock says 36 Protestants to 
17 Catholics? — I say 31 Protestants to 23 
Catholics. 

5401. Mr. Chichester Fortes cue.] Are you aware 
within your own knowledge of any feeling amon<r 
the Roman Catholic members of the department 
that they have been unfairly used in this matter, 
either by Sir Richard Griffith or Mr. Greene ?— 
No, quite the contrary; I have at present in my 
possession two addresses which were sent by the 
office from time to time to Mr. Greene, and one 
that was spoken of here lately. The office got 
up an address to Mr. Greene, and it was signed 
by all the gentlemen in the office, except seven 
or eight clerks. 

5402. Mr. M‘ Carthy Doioning.] You take upon 
yourself to say that you know better than the 
other witnesses who stated that there was great 
discontent? — Yes, I give my opinion. 

5403. Are you aware of a meeting which was 
lately held in the department? — Yes. Here is 
one of the addresses to Mr. Greene, “Address 
presented to Mr. J. Ball Greene on the 7th of 
March 1865, at two o’clock in the afternoon, at 
No. 6, Ely-place, by a deputation from, the assis- 
tants in the Valuation Department, who signed 
the said address.” 

5404. Is that document signed mainly by per- 
sons still employed in the office?— All who were 
in the office did sign it. There was also an ad- 
dress dated 11th of October 1868 to him, and 
another dated July 5th 1869. ( Addresses handed 
in.) 
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Mr. McCarthy Downing. 
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Sir Frederick Heygate. 

Mr. Hunt. I 
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The O’Conor Don. 

Mr. Pollard-Urquhart. 
Mr. Stacpoole, 

Colonel Taylor. 



Colonel FBENCH, in the Chair. 



Mr. William H. Perrin, called in ; and Examined. 



5405. Mr. M l Car thy Downing. ~\ You were 
examined before this Committee on a former 
day? — Yes. 

5406. Since you were examined, did you re- 
ceive a letter from Mr. Greene, asking you to 

reduce any letter or letters that you might have 

ad connected with the borough of Bandon and 
Mr. Hurford ? — I received a copy of a letter 
from Mr. Greene to Mr. Shaw, with a direction 
from "Mr. Shaw to me, desiring me to furnish the 
required information. 

5407. Did you reply to that letter by a letter 
dated 20th July ? — Yes. 

5408. Is this the letter, “ In reply to your note 
of the 17th instant, requesting me to forward an 
official statement of a circumstance referred to 
by Mr. Hitchcock in his evidence before the 
Valuation Committee, I am of opinion that such 
an explanation should be only rendered (without 
incurring a serious charge of contempt) to the 
Committee now sitting, either personally or by 
their order. I beg therefore to say, very respect- 
fully, that I must decline to furnish a written 
statement of a matter involving possibly such 
grave consequences, without further considera- 
tion.” Did you write that letter ? — I did. 

. 5409. Do you consider that the matter does 
involve grave consequences? — Very grave con- 
sequences. 

5410. I will now refer you to the testimony 
of Mi-. Hitchcock, which was the foundation of 
the application made to you ; Mr. Chichester 
Fortescue put this question to him at 4057 : 
“ Have you any knowledge of the truth of those 
complaints 1 — I have reason to believe that there 
was some good cause for them. Can you give 
ns your reasons ? — I can give this as a reason ; 
Mr. Hurford sent to the Conservative agent 
a letter of introduction to Mr. Perrin, who 
was examined before the Committee the other 

with a view of influencing him in his 
changes in the register of the town of Bandon.” 
Did you read that ? — I did. 

5411. Is that true? — If you will allow me I 
will explain the circumstances. I was engaged 
at the revision of the city of Cork in the year 
1863. Mr. Hurford was engaged revising the 
roral portions of the Cork union at the same 
™ae. When we had completed it, I received 
orders to go to Bandon, and he received orders 
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to go to Macroom, for revision purposes. Shortly 
after my arrival became known in Bandon, a 
gentleman came to me, and told me that he was 
agent for the Conservative party, Mr. Doherty. 

5412. Do you mean the young man or the old 
man? — I did not know any person but the one. 
I was never there before. He told me that there 
were a good many eases that he wished to bring 
under my notice for revision. In the course of 
our conversation he stated, “ I have received a 
letter from our mutual friend Mr. Hurford, and 
he produced the letter, which I saw was in Mr. 
Hurford’s handwriting, and from that letter he 
read these words, ‘ Mr. Perrin has been appointed 
to revise Bandon this year ; he is a Protestant, an 
Orangeman, and a mason. You will find him a 
very good fellow.’ I told Mr. Doherty that, as a 
public officer, my duty was of a strictly impartial 
character : that whatever cases he or any other 
ratepayer brought before me would receive every 
just and careful attention, and be decided on 
their merits, irrespectively either of party or of 
politics. I always act with great circumspec- 
tion in those boroughs where party-feeling runs 
high ; and, on that occasion, I acted with very 
much increased circumspection. Mr. Doherty 
said that he required nothing move from me than 
to do justice. 

5413. Were you at that time an Orangeman ? 
— No, I was not. 

5414. Did you complain of that communica- 
tion having been made to you ? — I did not. 

5415. Did you complain to others of the per- 
son who had written such a- letter? — I complained 
of it to a friend of my own, about two months 
afterwards, and he said that he thought I ought 
to have reported it ; but I felt unwilling to do 
so. As it only concerned me individually, I had 
every confidence in my own integrity of purpose. 

5416. Was it not, in your opinion, a most 
improper act? — Yes; and it was exceedingly 
painful to me. 

5417. Mr. Hurford is the brother-in-law of 
Mr. Irwin, is he not? — Yes. 

5418. Had Mr. Irwin been before removed in 
consequence of a complaint connected with the 
borough of Bandon ? — I heard that he had. 

5419. When you wrote a letter refusing to 
give any explanation except before a Committee, 
were you actuated by any desire to give your 
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evidence personally here, or were you apprehen- 
sive of anything ? — I felt myself placed in a very 
painful and embarrassing position; I am here 
involuntarily, and it is in consequence, as you are 
aware, of Mr. Hitchcock’s evidence ; I felt that 
I was asked to make a written statement of facts 
assailing the characters of two men, which I had 
no documentary evidence to sustain; I should 
have been placed in the most extraordinary posi- 
tion, liable to actions at law, if I had done so ; 
and I felt that this evidence should be given in 
its truth and its entirety ; had I complied with 
the request to furnish that statement, I should 
have been in the position of a man signing his 
own death-warrant ; I might have been ruined 
for life, and my prospects utterly destroyed; 
under those circumstances I thought that I 
would adopt the course that 1 did. 

5420. Have you attended any meeting; lately 
of the officials of the borough? — No; I have 
been away on sick-leave for some time ; my 
health is not very strong. 

5421. I understood you to say that that letter 
was in the handwriting of Mr. Hurford ? — Yes ; 
it was. 

5422. He is still in the office, is he not? — He 
is still in the office. 

5423. I believe he is in the same class as his 
brother-in-law, Mr. Irwin? — No; he is in a 
junior class ; he was removed from Cork imme- 
diately after that, and he has not been there 
since. 

5424. Were you ever asked to become an 
Orangeman by any party in the office ? — I was 
an Orangeman ; there was an Orange lodge 
formed in the office in 1848 ; I was then a very 
young man, and I was induced to become an 
Orangeman ; after being so two years, I con- 



sidered that it was incompatible with my duty as 
a public officer to be any longer associated with 
a society of that nature, and for the last 18 
years I have not been an Orangeman ; I think 
my last attendance on it was probably about 
the year 1852. I mentioned to Mr. Hurford 
in the course of conversation, only three weeks 
before he wrote that letter, that I was not an 
Orangeman. 

5425. Are you aware that Mr. Hurford is ?— 
— He said on that occasion that he was. 

5426. Chairman .] Are you in office at pre- 
sent? — Yes, I am. 

5427. Mr. Hunt.'] You have stated that you 
made no report to your superiors in office of 
what had transpired ? — I did not. 

5428. Do you think it would have been pre- 
judicial to Mr. Hurford if you had done so ?— I 
considered that the part of the letter that was 
read to me was from a letter not addressed to 
me ; it was addressed to another, and I hardly 
felt justified in making a report ; it i3 three 
years since I mentioned the matter to Mr. 
Hitchcock. 

5429. You thought that he would be visited 
with the displeasure of his superiors, if you had 
done so ? — I did. 

5430. Mr. Stacpoolc.] You say that the Orange 
lodge was formed in 1848 } were you one of 
the officials in the office, and a member of that 
lodge? — Yes, and there were a good many; I 
think it is nearly extinct now. 

5431. Are there any remains of it still?— I 
really cannot tell ; I am completely disassociated 
from it myself. 

5432. Are there any remains of it now ?— I 
do not think there are. 
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5 


81,051 


12 


- 


35,704 


15 


- 


122,011 


12 


- 


23 Jan. - 1862 


l May 


1862 


Ballymoney 


127,520 


1 


7 


62,766 


4 


- 


15,642 


12 


- 


81,412 


- 


- 


f 9 Oct. - 1858’( 
l_ 1 8 Sept. - 1861/ 


17 April 1862 


Ballyshannon - 


























[20 Feb. - 18571 






136,814 


3 


13 


89,658 


14 




8,985 


8 




50,230 


15 




<23 „• 1858 

[ 1 July - 1862J 


3 June 


1863 




Bally vaughan - 


71,031 


0 


27 


17,872 


16 


- 


1,107 


5 


- 


19,316 


6 


- 


28 June - 1855 


15 May 


1856 


Balrotherv 


74,968 


0 


31 


70,425 


10 




14,071 


15 


- 


94,644 


- 


- 


[ 15 June - 18471 
1 July - „ 

[25 Sept - 1852 J 


10 Oet. 


1850 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM SELECT COMMITTEE 



Return of the Total Area and Valuation of land and Buildings in eacli Union in Ireland, Sec. — continued. 





Ar< 




| Annual Valuation, & c., of Property liable to Assessment, j 




Date of Issue 


NAME of UNION. 
























Date of Printing. 


for 




I Statute Measure. 
1 


Land. 




Buildings. 




Total. 




Rating Purposes. 




A. 


R. P. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


f. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 






Baitinglass 


139,047 


1 31 


65,101 


12 


- 


8,029 


19 


~ 


73,438 


6 




f24 July ■ 18521 
7 Jan. - 1854 J 


7 Aug. 1854 


Banbridge 


125,150 


O 11 


105,048 


5 


- 


43,495 


- 


- 


154,054 


15 


- 


10 Dec. - 1863 


7 July 1864 


























(15 Dec. - 185 n 




Bandou - 


101,694 


0 34 


53,042 


5 


- 


16,464 


5 


- 


70,910 


- 


~ 


J 24 J uly - „ | 

23 Oct. - 1852 


6 April 1853 


























1 1 May - „ J 
( 1 April - 1852-1 




Bantry ... 


106,853 


1 33 


16,942 


5 


- 


3,996 


- 


- 


21,210 


10 


- 


J 1 May - „ l 

1 4 June - „ 1 


■ 23 Jan. 1834 


























120 July - 1853 J 




Bawnboy 


105,562 


1 39 


34,498 


15 


- 


4,888 


14 


- 


39,665 


7 


- 


f 15 Dec. - 18561 
1.14 April- 1857 J 


: 22 July 1857 


Belfast - 


49,173 


0 34 


53,473 


16 


- 


411,019 


4 


- 


497,961 


6 


- 


/22 Nov. - 18601 
117 Oct. - 1861 J 


- 11 Mar. 1862 


Belmullet 


177,884 


1 9 


9,035 


14 


- 


1,541 


7 


- 


10,837 


16 


- 


1 June - 1855 


17 Dec. 1855 


Borrisokane 


81,848 


2 30 


35,476 


19 


- 


5,536 


5 


- 


41,264 


16 


- 


25 Feb. - 1862 


25 Jan. 1853 


Boyle - 


170,852 


2 4 


63,950 


18 


- 


8,289 


9 


- 


72,620 


17 


- 


20 April - 1858 


7 Sept. 1858 


Caliirsiveen 


200,710 


2 16 


17,977 


13 


_ 


3,348 


17 


_ 


21,866 


, 




(28 May - 1852] 
27 Aug.- „ 


23 April 1853 


























[28 Sept. * „ J 


























(27 Aug. - 18491 




























12 Oct. - „ 




Callan - 


103,956 


3 38 


63,267 


10 


- 


8,425 


11 


- 


73,369 


13 


- 


3 April • 1850 
(10 „ - „ 

5 Oct. - „ 

, 30 Nov. - „ 

L23 July - 1851, 


16 April 1853 




Carlow ... 


185,725 


2 6 


119,616 


5 


- 


26,487 


2 


- 


149,268 


1 




(28 Sept. - 18501 
[ 1 April - 1852 J 


14 Feb. 1853 


Carrickmacross 


60,660 


2 37 


42,067 


1 


- 


7,020 


15 


- 


49,980 


9 


- 


27 April - 1861 


22 June 1861 


Carrick-on-Shannon - 


106,888 


1 32 


41,069 


10 


- 


6,018 


10 


- 


47,447 


15 


- 


( 27 Oct. - 18561 
\20 April - 1858 J 


29 July 1858 


























( 3 April - 18501 




























10 »> - „ 




Carrick-on-Suir 


112,566 


2 12 


62,705 


13 


- 


14,637 


- 


- 


78,861 


7 


- 


J 14 May - „ 1 

1 1 0 J uly - „ ) 


19 May 1852 


























25 Oct. - „ 
(.30 Nov. - „ j 




























( 5 Oct. - 18501 




Cashel - 


156,821 


1 38 


91,689 


9 


- 


11,722 


8 


- 


107,702 


11 


- 


12 Nov. - „ 

30 ,, - „ l 


17 May 1852 


























15 Aug. - 1851 
(.27 Oct. - „ J 




Castlebar - 


141,215 


0 15 


39,321 


14 


- 


5,626 


3 


- 


45,830 


2 


- 


26 Jan. - 1857 


4 Nov. 1857 


Castleblayney - 


94,302 


0 30 


56,164 


16 


- 


15,413 


15 


- 


74,446 


2 


- 


( 6 May - 18611 
l 3 Oct. - 1864J 


2 Mar. 1865 


Castlecomer 


57,777 


2 9 


25,807 


1 


- 


4,730 


18 


- 


32,119 


19 


- 


5 Oct. - 1850 


11 Oct. 1850 


Castlederg 


91,785 


117 


21,539 


18 




4,283 


6 


- 


26,086 


12 


- 


19 Mar. - 1860 


21 Mar. I860 


Castlerea - 


163,257 


i 22 ; 


63,311 


4 


- 


7,478 


6 


- 


71,705 


9 


_ 


16 April - 1857 


19 Dec. 1837 


Castletown 


73,445 


1 39 


9,354 


5 


- 


2,147 


- 


- 


15,678 


7 


- 


4 June - 1852 


27 May 1853 


Cavan 


160,724 


1 12 


91,828 : 


13 


- 


17,944 


12 


- 


111,125 


5 


- 


14 Feb. - 1857 


22 July 1857 
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Return of the Total Area and Valuation of Land and Buildings in each Union in Ireland, &c.~ continued. 



— 


Arps 




Annual Valuation, &c, of Property liable to Assessment. 


Date of Printing. 


Date of Issue 


NAME of UNION. 


Statute Measure. 


Land. 


Buildings. 


Total. 


Rating Purposes. 




A. H 


. p. 


£. 


«. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 






Celbridge - 


86,724 


1 14 


83,074 


11 




14,965 


7 




114,589 


18 




f 3 Nov. - 1847 ] 
10 „ - „ 

13 „ - „ 

7 May - 1850 ) 


6 June 1851 


























1 20 ,', - „ 1 

[25 Sept. - „ J 




Claremorris 


110,760 


3 26 


37,742 


13 


- 


3,280 


7 


- 


41,910 


11 


- 


20 Aug. - 1856 


22 July 1857 


Clifden 


192,884 


2 17 


12,527 


15 


- 


3,670 


10 


- 


17,166 


12 


- 


31 Mar. - 1855 


22 Dec. 1855 


Clogheen - 


118,426 


3 14 


52,843 


16 


- 


9,613 


16 


- 


63,288 


- 




f25 Oct. - 1850"l 
l_ 5 Aug. - 1852 j 


16 April 1853 


Clogher - - - 


101,678 


0 12 


46,500 


17 


- 


9,207 


7 


- 


56,093 


9 


- 


16 Jan. - 1860 


16 June 1860 


Clonakilty 


80,611 


0 9 


39,076 


12 


- 


10,694 


8 


- 


50,281 


15 


- 


[24 July - 1851) 
1 12 Jan. - 1852 
[ 1 May - „ J 


9 June 1853 


Clones - 


78,602 


0 38 


44,911 


- 


- 


9,915 


18 


- 


56,844 


18 


- 


8 Aug. - 1862 


18 April 1863 


Clonmel - 


86,705 


2 25 


47,655 


16 


- 


19,924 


6 


- 


69,662 


7 


- 


[14 May - 1860) 
18 July - „ 

{ 5 Oct. - „ } 
25 „ - „ 

l 5 Aug. - 1852J | 


3 May 1852 


Coleraine - 


112,896 


3 10 


61,652 


9 


- 


28,692 


15 


- 


94,638 




- 


[19 Jan. - 1859V 
1.17 Aug. - „ /! 


29 Sept. 1859 


Cookstown 


96,719 


3 6 


45,798 


19 


- 


15,589 


9 


- 


62,711 


5 


- 


14 Dec. - 1859 j 


17 July 1860 


Cootehill - 


105,848 


1 36 


61,302 


6 


- 


9,241 


15 


‘ 


72,182 


9 


- 


25 Mar. - 1857 


30 Aug. 1858 


Cork ... 


174,685 


0 13 


120,474 


‘ 


- 


180,793 


10 


- 


319,623 


11 


- 


[10 Mar. - 1851) ' 
14 July - 1852 
(23 Oct. - „ ) 

: - Nov. - „ 

1 2 April- 18531 


8 Oct. 1853 


Conofin - 


61,386 


0 19 I 


18,907 


4 


- 


1,355 


11 


- 


20,353 


15 


- 


10 Mar. - 1865 


25 Sept. 1855 


























r 9 Nov. - 1850> 
1 20 Dec. - „ | 




Croom ... 


83,398 


0 6 


55,465 


15 


- 


6,571 


5 


- 


63,247 


16 


- 


1 5 Mar. - 1851 1 


24 Jan. 1853 


























1 10 Feb. - 1862 1 
\20 May - „ J 




Delvin ... 


74,737 


1 0 


47,632 


15 


- 


5,048 


16 


- 


52,975 


16 


- 


23 June - 1854 


C Dec. 1854 


Dingle ... 


125,668 


1 37 


1 9,433 


18 


- 


3,057 


17 


- 


22,606 


15 


- 


f 1 Mar. - 1852) 
l 2 Aug. - „ j 


■ 12 Feb. 1853 


Donagh more 


51,033 


3 1 


31,534 


3 


- 


8,500 


1 


- 


40,199 


13 


- 


. 


3 Feb. 1852 


Donegal ... 


163,525 


1 16 


27,110 


12 


- 


6,681 


IS 


- 


34,020 


19 


- 


28 Nov. - 1857 


14 June 1858 


Downpatrick 


147,456 


3 3 


129,042 


9 


- 


48,289 


17 


- 


173,873 


9 


- 


26 Sept. - 1863 


24 Mar. 1864 


Drogheda - 


'98,865 


1 33 


86,951 


8 


- 


28,484 


- 


- 


124,277 


2 


- 


f 1 Sept. - 18511 
1.12 Jan. - 1854. 


4 Aug. 1854 


Dromore, West - 


96,972 


0 17 


32,784 


18 


- 


2,992 


19 


- 


36,663 


- 


- 


3 June - 1857 


9 Feb. 1858 


Dublin, North - 


38,768 


2 19 


57,247 


10 


- 


255,445 


5 


- 


333,840 


10 


- 


[ 3 Nov. - 1847' 
1.27 May - 1854 


| 14 Oct. 1851 
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APPENDIX TO EEPOET FEOM SELECT COMMITTEE 



Return of the Total Area and Valuation of Land and Buildings in each Union in Ireland, &c. — continued. 





• Area, 


| Annual Valuation, &c., of Property liable to Assessment. | 




Date of Issue 


NAME of UNION. 


! Sfatnta IVfpasnre. 








1 






1 






Date of Printing. 


for 








Land. 




j Buildings. 




Total. 






Eating Purposes. 




1 


R. P. 


£. 


s. 


i 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


| 10 Nov. - 18471 




Dublin, South - 


4 7,858 


0 22 


51,537 


15 


- 


475,131 


~ 


- 


556,636 


15 


- 


J 13 „ „ | 

] 20 Oct. „ ( 


12 Jan. 1851 


























1 1 6 Feb. - 1854J 




Dundalk - 


104,399 


0 34 


71,813 


11 


- 


25,907 


5 


- 


104,595 


12 


- 


20 April - 1854 


13 Nov. 1854 


Dunfanaghy 


125,736 


1 33 


8,648 


6 


- 


2,529 


12 


- 


11,431 


15 


- 


21 Sept. - 1857 


22 April 1858 


Dungannon 


102,547 


0 20 


69,788 


5 


- 


21,057 


8 


- 


92,905 


3 


- 


4 April - I860 


20 July I860 


Dungarvan 

Dunmanway 


93,994 


0 24 


42,303 


17 


- 


11,121 


5 


- 


53,812 


12 


~ 


f 19 April 18511 
\ 2 J une „ J 

f24 July - 18511 
■i 1 May - 1862 


• 8 Sept. 1852 


103,917 


0 24 


27,770 


19 


- 


4,763 


6 


- 


38,871 


- 


- 


r 16 Aug. 1853 


























130 Nov. - „ J 


Dunsliaughlin - 


108,295 


2 22 


98,927 


15 


- 


6,691 


5 


- 


105,548 


5 




I § 


' 9 May 1854 


Edenderry 


172,357 


3 10 


81,970 


11 


- 


8,851 




- 


95,369 


5 


- 


/ 14 Oct. - 18531 
\30 Nov. * „ J 


* 15 Aug. 1854 


Ennis ... 


112,565 


1 33 


60,901 


15 


- 


10,622 


12 


- 


72,751 


6 


- 


15 Sept. - 1855 


2 July 1856 


Enniscorthy 


196, 5G8 


2 4 


91,538 


12 


- 


17,800 


17 


- 


109,747 


18 


- 


17 Sept. - 1853 


9 Mar. 1854 


Enniskillen 


203,642 


2 22 


82,650 


19 


_ 


20,147 


3 




105,046 


12 




f 5 April 18601 
^ 30 Mar. - 1857 


6 July 1863 


























1 10 Dec. - 1862 J 


Ennistymon 


99,281 


0 1 


31,344 


14 


- 


5,210 


18 


- 


36,900 


10 


- 


12 Sept. - 1855 


15 July 1856 


























r 2 Sept. - 18501 




Fermoy - 


148,268 


0 26 


80,830 


~ 


- 


20,323 


10 


- 


102,314 


7 




1 1 May - 1851 [ 
23 Feb. - 1852 f 


21 Sept 1853 


























l 2 April 1853J 




Galway - 


197,335 


1 13 


38,304 


11 


- 


23,906 


10 


- 


65,237 


18 


- 


7 Mar. - 1855 


6 June 1856 


Glennamaddy - 


100,297 


O 25 


28,875 


5 


- 


2,934 


3 


- 


31,901 


13 


- 


28 April 1856 


23 Oct. 1856 


Glenties - 


'259,719 


0 28 


15,524 


2 


- 


3,919 


9 


- 


19,736 


16 


- 


11 Sept. - 1857 


29 April 1858 


GJin ... 


70,176 


0 38 


23,784 


8 


- 


3,574 


2 


- 


27,803 


. 


_ 


fl5 Dec. - 1851} 
< 20 May - 1852 \ 


18 Feb. 1853. 


Gorey ... 
























[ i July - „ j 




129,639 


1 23 


68,962 


9 


- 


9,912 


3 


- 


79,036 


12 


- 


5 July - 1853 


22 Oct. 1853 


Gort ... 


107,866 


0 17 


37,977 


15 


- 


4,827 


7 


- 


43,188 


6 


- 


31 Aug. - 1855 


15 May 1856 


Gortin ... 


111,263 


3 26 


16,269 


19 


- 


2,875 


15 


- 


19,482 


6 


- 


6 Sept. - 1859 


1 4 April i860 


Granard ... 


183,968 


3 21 


72,874 


17 


- 


8,861 


10 


- 


84,905 


3 


- i 


f27 June - 18541 
L 4 Dec. - 1855J 


3 May 1856 


Inishowen 


159,449 


2 14 


28,940 


1 


- 


9,095 


- 


- 


38,580 


1 


- 


1 Oct. - 1857 


28 April 1858 


Irvinestown 


75,919 


1 35 


40,681 


9 




6,680 


10 




48,533 : 


15 


- J 


r 13 April 18601 


2 June 1863 






















1 


5 Nov. - 1862 J 


Kanturk - 


186,523 


2 13 


65,654 ] 


19 


- 


7,908 


6 


_ 


75,434 


5 




‘ 9 Sept. - 18601 
20 June - 1851 l 


16 May 1853 
























1 


.10 Mar. - 1852J 




Kells - . 


108,925 


0 23 


85,568 


- 


- 


8,926 : 


L2 


- 


95,349 12 


- 


25 Sept - 1854 


11 April 1855 
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Return of the Total Area and Valuation of Land and Buildings in each Union in Ireland, &c. — continued. 



NAME of UNION. 




Annual Valuation, &c., of Property liable to Assessment. 


Date of Printing. 


I Date of Issue 
for 

[ Rating Purposes. 


Statute Measure. 


| Land. 




Buildings. 




| Total. 




A. 


R. P. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


i. 


d. 






Ken mare - 


198,152 


0 14 


15,819 


19 


- 


2,666 


11 


- 


18,747 


10 


- 


(23 Aug. - I852| 
[28 Sept. - „ J 


20 April 1853 


Kilkeel - 


81,843 


3 22 


27,270 


19 


- 


12,930 


9 


- 


41,013 


15 


- 


12 Oct. 1863 - 


31 Mar. 1864 


























"10 May - 1849'' 
7 July - „ 

23 „ - „ 




Kilkenny - 


110,756 


0 34 


72,843 


11 


- 


24,683 


- 


- 


100,060 


13 


- 


1 Aug. - „ 
27 „ - „ 


29 Jan. 1853 


























7 Feb. - 1850 
10 April „ 

L 5 Oct. - „ . 




Killadysart 


62,320 


1 23 


22,512 


1 




2,436 


15 


- 


25,113 


16 


- ; 


18 July 1865 - 


20 Mar. 1856 


Killala - 


104,865 


0 17 


18,122 


6 


- 


2,155 


18 


- 


20,523 


- 


- 


30 Jan. 1856 - 


19 Nov. 1856 


Killarney - 


251,835 


1 12 


56,638 


18 


- 


10,777 


12 


- 


72,358 


10 


- 


f 20 May - 18521 
23 Aug. - „ I 
( 27 „ - „ } 

1 Mar. - 1853 
[23 April- „ j 


10 Dec. 1863 


Kilmacthomas - 


64,443 


3 1 


29,158 


7 


- 


3,970 


7 


- 


35,390 


« 


- 


/20 Nov. - 18501 
(19 April- 1851/ 


17 Aug. 1852 


























fl8 Nov. - 1850 
| 1 Feb. - 1851 ; 




Kilmallock 


140,356 


2 25 


112,873 


15 


- 


13,431 


15 


- 


132,707 


5 


- 


J 5 Mar. - „ 


25 April 1853 


























21 Jan. - 1852 ! 
(lO Feb. - ,, J 




Kilrush - 


137,047 


0 30 


42,254 


6 


- 


8,772 


3 


- 


52,247 


16 


- 


20 Aug. 1855 - 


28 June 1856 


Kin sale ... 


80,726 


2 16 


46,068 


- 


- 


11,599 


5 


- 


58,229 


5 


- 


(24 Julv - 185]] 
3 Mar. - „ 

1.10 „ - 1852J 


26 Aug. 1852 


Larne ... 


117,699 


3 5 


66,099 


- 


- 


23,325 


9 


- 


92,518 


1 


- 


11 Dec. 1861 - 


13 June 1862 


Letterkenny 


101,785 


3 18 


25,231 


4 


- 


5,320 


13 


- 


30,942 


12 


- 


15 Feb. 1858 - 


8 July 1858 


Limerick ... 


181,458 


0 6 


112,885 


15 




71,119 






191,510 






' 2 Sept. - 1850] 
5 Oct. - „ 

9 Nov. - „ 

1 Feb. - 1851 


15 Jan. 1863 


























5 Mar. - „ 

12 Feb. - 1852 
. 8 Mar. - „ J 




Lisburn ... 


119,868 


0 17 


110,184 


12 


- 


46,466 


12 


- 


166,086 


17 


- 


f 30 April - 1862] 
(10 Aug. - 1863/ 


25 Nov. 1863 


Lismore ... 


97,096 


1 3 


39,078 


2 


- 


9,940 


16 


- 


49,742 


14 


- 


f 19 April- 1851 1 
I 15 Sept. - „ f 


17 July 1852 


Lisnaskea ... 


98,751 


2 4 


47,784 


9 


- 


8,750 


15 


- 


57,788 


19 


- 


10 Oct 1862 - 


18 April 1863 


Listowel ... 


151,208 


1 17 


44,581 


5 


- 


6,290 


15 


- 


51,644 


- 


- 


f 15 Dec. - 1851 1 
(22 Jan. - 1852/ 


27 Jan. 1853 


Londonderry 


146,393 


0 9 


70,469 


17 


- 


68,292 


- 


- 


145,707 


1 


- 


26 Jan. 1858 - 


28 July 1858 


Longford ... 


109,868 


3 39 


46,591 


6 


- 


11,006 


17 


- 


59,481 


13 


- 


22 Nov. 1864 - 


1 Aug. 1855 


Loughrea - - - 


198,782 


3 38 


66,411 


7 


- 


7,417 


18 


- 


75,453 


- 


- 


10 June 1856 - 


13 May 1857 


Lnrgan ... 


79,943 


2 13 


80,652 


8 


- 


45,244 


16 


- 


135,859 


19 


- 


( 3 May - 1862] 
9 „ - 1864 

(24 July - „ J 


27 Oct. 1864 


Macroom ... 


179,108 


0 38 


53,810 


14 


- 


8,096 


4 


- 


62,474 


6 


- 


f 23 Oct. - 1 852"! 
| 30 Nov. - „ | 


16 Aug. 1853 


Magherafelt 


162,823 


1 35 


69,562 


1 


“ 


18,845 


10 




90,607 


10 


- 


2 Mar. 1859 - 


12 July 1859 



0 . 57 . E E 3 
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APPENDIX TO EEPOET FEOM SELECT COMMITTEE 



Return of the Total Area and Valuation of Land and Buildings in each Union in Ireland , be.— continued. 

































NAME of UNION. 


Area, 




Annual Valuation, &c., of Property liable to Assessmen 




Date of Printing. 


Date of Issue 
for 

Rating Purposes. 


Statute Measure. 


Land. 


Buildings. 




Total. 






.. 


R. 


-• 


£. 


, 


d. 


£. 


>• 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


f 10 Mar. - 18511 






15t,357 


3 


10 


81,431 


5 


- 


17,220 


7 


- 


108,160 


11 


- 


! 1 May - „ 


13 June 1853 
























[20 June - ,, J 




Manorhnmilton - 


150,008 


2 


28 


38,386 


9 


- 


4,664 


2 


- 


43,306 


1 


- 


16 Mar. - 1857 


29 Oct. 1857 


Middleton 


111,009 


0 


38 


74,768 


14 


- 


17,317 


16 


- 


92,727 


10 


- 


[ 2 April - 18531 
[27 June - „ J 


12 Nov. 1858 


Milford - 


111,338 


3 


11 


22,290 


5 


- 


6,452 


- 


- 


29,640 


7 


- 


27 Mar. - 1858 


28 July 1858 


Mill-street 


74,903 


2 


25 


21,463 


15 


- 


2,586 


5 


- 


26,154 


10 


- 


80 Nov. - 1853 
f 1 May - 185H 
21 Jan. - 1852 | 


16 Aug. 1853 


Mitchellstown - 


86,956 


3 


6 


42,156 


— 


- 


6,572 


o 


— 


•19,006 


5 


- 


30 April 1853 


























[23 Feb. - „ J 


Mohill - 


94,083 


1 


20 


33,934 


8 


- 


4,876 


2 


- 


39,172 


10 


" 


30 Jan. - 1857 


29 Aug. 1857 


Monaghan 


112,742 


s 


38 


74,350 


8 


- 


16,484 


15 


- 


93,847 


2 


- 


13 Dec. - 1860 


1 July 1801 


Mount Bellew - 


102,354 


0 


39 


36,093 


- 


- 


4,178 


1 


- 


40,430 


16 


- 


21 Aug. - 1855 


16 May 1856 




























(20 Aug. - 1850-i 
26 Oct. - „ 




Mountmcllick - 


200,118 


3 


6 


72,978 


11 


- 


19,715 


19 


" 


101,913 


8 


- 


1 7 Dec. - „ [ 
| 30 Nov. - ,. 

j 30 Dec. - „ | 


0 April 1852 




























[ 3 Feb. - 1851 J 




Mullingar- 


208,261 


0 


3 


128,201 


2 


- 


16,333 


18 




157,320 


15 


- 


6 Dec. - 1854 


17 July 1855 


Naas .... 


213,104 


0 


23 


115,070 


3 


- 


18,498 


14 


- 


151,712 


18 


- 


/ 14 Sept. - 18531 
L12 Oct. - „ J 


21 Mar. 1854 


Navan ... 


94,266 


1 


15 


84,328 


10 


” 


11,234 


15 


“ 


97,757 


“ 




28 Aug. - 1854 
(29 Nov. - 18481 


5 April 1855 


Nenagli ... 


183,139 


3 


6 


76,894 


11 


“ 


13,098 


14 


" 


90,769 


18 


- 


J 16 Aug. - 1850 | 
1 15 „ - 1851 | 

l25 Feb. - 1852J 


1 April 1853 




























(10 Feb. - 18521 




Newcastle - 


143,023 


2 


34 


54,082 


_ 


- 


6,267 


10 


- 


61,007 


10 


_ 


1 July - „ 


9 April 1853 




























(. 9 Sept. - ,, J 


Newport - 


170,391 


1 


31 


10,435 


8 


- 


1,923 


11 


- 


12,742 


4 


- 


23 Mar. - 1855 


10 Oct. 1855 




























( 7 Feb. - 18501 




New Ross - 


177,514 


2 


30 


83,901 


13 




19,225 


5 


“ 


104,476 


6 


- 


1 10 April - „ 

j 5 Oct. - „ ( 

ll4 April - 1853J 


15 Aug. 1853 


Newrv 


137,973 


0 


13 


94,474 


3 


- 


57,234 


12 


- 


159,650 


16 


- 


'IS April - 18641 


3 Jan. 1865 


Newtownards - 


93,947 


1 


12 


90,023 


4 


- 


38,069 


10 


- 


130,922 


10 


- 


15 July - 1863 


12 Feb. 1864 


Newtownlimavaddy - 


152,712 


0 


32 


53,600 


6 


- 


12,669 


3 


- 


68,167 


10 


- 


14 Aug. - 1858 


1 Nov. 1858 


Oldcastle - 


87,068 


1 


37 


55,166 


11 


- 


6,700 


6 


- 


62,182 


12 


- 


[28 Aug- - 18641 
17 June - 1866 J 


10 Nov. 1856 


Omagh ... 


174,217 


3 


14 


69,950 


7 


- 


17,679 


8 


- 


91,668 


4 


- 


20 Feb. - 1860 


5 July I860 


Oughterard 


172,696 


3 


21 


12,541 


5 


- 


1,810 


3 


" 


14,984 


12 


- 


24 Jan. - 1865 


14 July 1855 


Parsons town 


220,312 


0 


1 


S3,815 


7 


- 


17,040 




- 


102,061 


17 


- 


[26 Feb. - 18521 
[17 Aug. - 1864 J 


25 July 1855 


Portumna 


77,009 


1 


38 


31,436 


5 


- 


3,891 


14 


" 


35,522 


- 


- 


2 June - 1856 


29 April 1857 


Rathdovrn 


59,606 


3 


21 


53,090 


10 


- 


153,968 


15 


- 


221,963 


10 


- 


[20 Oct. - 18471 


5 July 1853 


Rathdrum 


277,452 


1 


19 


95,795 


13 


- 


19,589 


13 


- 


129,396 


2 


- 


5 April - 1854 
20 Dec. - 1850 i 


31 Aug- 1854 




























8 „ - 1851 




Rathkeale 


89,998 


3 


5 


47,839 


5 


- 


7,139 


10 


- 


55,692 


15 


- 


' 10 Feb. - 1852 
i 20 May - „ j 


4 April 1853 




























■ 1 July - „ 

L 9 Sept. „ J 
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Return- of the Total Area and Valuation of Land and Buildings in each Union in Ireland , See.— continued. 





1 




| Annual Valuation, Sec., of Property liable to Assessment. 




1 

1 Date of IsMie, 




























! Date of Printing. 


for 




































Land. 




1 Buildings. 




Total. 






| Rating Purposes. 




.. 


R. 


P. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


j. 


d. 


£■ 


s. 


d. 








Roscommon 


117,737 


1 


28 


57,304 


10 


- 


6,238 


4 


- 


64,356 


19 


- 


6 Mar. - 1857 


j 31 Oct. 


1857 


Roscrea - 


118,496 


0 


16 


57,344 


9 


- 


10,694 


13 


- 


69,978 


16 




1 April- 1851 


I 22 Jan. 


1852 


Scarriff - 


86,3-2-2 


1 


0 


22,537 


13 


- 


2,985 


17 


- 


25,712 


- 


- 


21 Not. - 1855 


1 5 July' 


1856 


Shillelagh 


110,037 


1 


s 


42,872 


14 


- 


6,933 


4 


- 


50,125 


7 




f 17 Sept. - 18531 
\ 17 Nov. - „ j 


25 May 


1854 




























f 1 May - 1852] 






Skibbereen 


110,050 


3 


30 


30,145 


2 


“ 


S,80S 






45,334 


12 




J 21 Mar. - 1853 
(20 July - „ J 


21 Jan. 


1854 


Skull 


57,169 


0 


30 


12,196 


10 


- 


2,230 


" 


" 


14,686 


5 


- 


20 July - 1853 


23 Jan. 


1854 


Sligo ... 


146,947 


3 


17 


70,709 


5 


- 


23,425 


8 


- 


95,966 


- 


- 


18 Jan. - 1858 


3 July 


1858 


Straband - 


135,713 


3 


21 


69,811 


14 


- 


21,434 


10 


- 


96,015 


14 


- 


f22 Mar. - 18581 
1 22 Nov. - „ J 


30 June 


1859 


Stranorlar 


121,150 


1 


27 


24,905 


15 


- 


4,585 


11 


- 


29,888 


2 


- 


7 Dec. - 1857 


6 July 


1858 


Strokestown 


93,395 


0 


24 


45,912 


6 


- 


4,569 


13 


- 


50,752 


12 


- 


28 April 1857 


1 April 


1858 


Swineford 


152,548 


2 


16 


34,818 


14 


- 


5,293 


11 


- 


40,447 


12 


- 


15 Nov. - 1856 


10 July 


1857 


Thomas town 


107,499 


1 


9 


53,646 


17 


- 


10,823 


- 


- 


65,720 


4 


- 


5 Oct. - I860 


28 J uly 


1852 




























1 16 Mar. - 18501 






Thurles - 


143,342 


2 


36 


70,806 


8 




12,467 


7 


" 


89,928 


9 




J 30 Nov. „ ( 

1 April 1851 I 
ll5 Aug. - „ J 


1 July 


1853 




























( 5 Oct. - 18501 
|12 Nov. - „ 1 






Tipperary 


179,967 


3 


19 


116,980 


7 


- 


15,126 


10 


- 


139.701 


7 


" | 


j 1 Feb. - 1851 1 
\15 Aug. - „ ? 

|27 Oct. - „ | 


i 24 Dec. 
| 


1852 




























(13 Feb. - 1852J 






Tobercurry 
Tralee - 


126,439 


0 


37 


36,714 


17 


“ 


3,506 


6 


- 


40,441 


8 


- 


14 Dec. - 1857 
f22 Jan. - 18521 


1 25 May 


1858 


221,834 


3 


38 


65,899 


15 


“ 


17,716 


10 




34,845 


10 


“ 


2 Aug. - ,, 

[ 1 Mar. - I 853 J 


2 Dec. 


1853 




Trim ... 


119,459 


0 


13 


95,255 


8 


- 


8,946 


2 


- 


108,928 


15 


- 


20 Oct. - 1854 


80 April 


1855 


Tuam ... 


190,586 


0 


35 


66,313 


11 


- 


S,915 


14 


- 


75,733 


- 


- 


10 Dec. - 1855 


24 April 


1857 


Tulla 


84,723 


1 


36 


29,476 


18 


- 


2,810 


5 


- 


32,583 


8 


- 


20 Sept. - 1855 


5 July 


1856 


Tullamore - - | 


155,298 


3 


23 


66,776 


11 


- 


13,083 


1 


- 


82,486 


7 


- 


1 May - 1854 


7 Mar. 


1855 


Urlingford 


76,102 


2 


19 


39,977 


7 


- 


5,050 


15 


- 


45,458 


17 


- 


f 5 Oct. - 18501 
(30 Nov. - „ J 


20 Mar. 


185-2 




























r 2 Nov. - 1848] 
24 April - 1849j 






Waterford 
Westport - 


125,577 


2 


9 


88,572 


13 


“ 


52,509 


17 


- 


147,274 


4 


- 


10 April - 1850! 
<10 July - ,, l 

5 Oct - „ j 
20 Nov. - „ 

(12 Feb. - 1851 J 


12 July 


1852 




175,514 


1 


13 


23,412 


- 


- 


6,932 


13 


- 


30,742 


3 


- 


16 May - 1855 


8 Oct. 


1856 


Wexford ... 


130,256 


0 


2 


79,936 


6 


- 


25,798 


11 


- 


106,920 


7 


- 


25 May - 1853 


29 Sept. 


1853 


Youghal ... 


72,028 


3 


36 


43,135 


1 


- 


15,692 


19 


- 


59,816 


19 


- 


f 2 June - 18511 
la Sept. - „ 

(27 June - 1853J 


10 Nov. 


1853 
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Deane, Jeremiah 
Dohcny, William 
Elliott, Thomas 



Carlow 
Kildare 
Kilkenny - 






Kilkenny 

Wexford 

.Wicklow 

-Cavan 
Leitrim 
Meath k 



I Down - 
n Dublin 
| [Limerick 

‘Armagh 
Dublin 
Monaghan - 
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General Valuation of Ireland.— Rrluru ol llic Koines of the several Revisors who were employed in nuking the Revision of 1808, fee.— nut Um. 















miK. 


P.s. 














Travailing. 


— ■ 


Labour. [ Stt.bwar,. 1 fn.ga- 


Pnrtemgc. 




— ■ 


r- 


Jones, Wm. E. 


Drogheda, Town ol 
Dublin, City 


ll 


Jolt \ 


2,2 T 


£, «. d. 


ore 2 


£. ,. d. 


£. «. d. 


£. s. d. 




f’ *• ,L 


Ja jj 


Meath - 
'-Wicklow - 


» 


IF; 


is n - 


33 10 - 


; ; 




i 








y 


Mayne, Robert 


Cork - 
Waterford - 


"2 


B l'l l 


*\\l - 


60 16 - 


13 ; 2 


3 : 


: - . 8 




: ; ; 




30 S ; 


■ 


Clare - 
King's Connty 
Limerick 
Queen’s County 
Tipperary, N. ll. 
.Tipperary, S. R. 


106 


2 |i 1 


,7 ,0 


20 io : 


li \ 




: 










Moylan, Timothy - 


Clare - - 


*“ 


14618 4 


32 17 - 


61 16 - 


" 17 - 








- 6 - 




240 8 


M’Elligott, Denis - 


Galway, Town ol 
iMayo - - 


10k 


H \l i 


IT! ; 


28 't - 


i \l ; 




: - '? 




1 a 




06 it 


M*Mickin, Robert- 


fDublin 
Dublin, Citv 
[Wicklow '- 


178 


™ ;• ; 


« ; ; 




!i ‘a n 












ore 8 




'Donegal 


1 


2 14 6 


1 6 0 


1 16 - 


- 7 6 












o a 




Galway 


62 


23 14 6 


11 6 - 


14 6 - 


2 - 6 








- 8 2 




61 8 


O’Brien, Wm. 


King’s County 


0 


3 7 0 


1 6 0 


2 6 - 










- 2 - 




7 - 




[Queen’s County 
Roscommon 
[Wicklow 


*“ 




1 6 0 


1 't I 


e ; ; 






: : 




: ' 


! \l 


' O’Keefe, George - 


pmerfok ! 


l“ 




; ; 


aa re I 








: : 




» 0 




Valuation Service (Ireland). 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM SELECT COMMITTEE 



General Valuation of Ireland. - 



RETURN of the Total Expense of the Annual Revisions of the Valuation for each County for 

of each County 



18 6 7 . 



Account of Expenditure incurred between 1st May 1866 and 30th April 1867. 



COUNTIES. 


Salaries. 


Travelling 
Hotel Expenses 


Labourers. 


Printing, 

Stationer)’, 

and 

Advertising. 


Postage 
and Carriage 

of Parcels. 


Rent of 
Office, Fuel, 
and 

Light, See. 


Incidents, 

Law 

Expenses, &c 


Total. 


Antrim, including Belfast, 


£. s. d. 


£■ S. d. 


£. s. d. 


£. s. 


d. 


£. s. d. 


£. * 


d. 


£. s 


d. 


£■ s. d. 


Borough of 


914 3 8 


152 - 6 


16 19 3 


24 16 


2 


5 6 5 


16 13 


6 


8 18 


9 




Armagh - 


419 8 10 


90 - 10 


10 9 7 


7 3 


1 


1 13 7 


5 3 


1 


1 15 


o 


535 14 5 


Carlow - 


202 15 9 


26 17 1 


3 2 6 


5 10 


9 


- 15 3 


2 7 


4 


- 16 


7 




Carrickfergus, Town of 


1 10 1 


- 4 3 




- 5 


5 


- - 10 


- 3 


- 


- 




2 3 7 


Cavan - 


529 5 7 


42 9 2 


2 17 4 


21 2 


4 


1 14 10 


5 7 


9 


1 19 




604 16 2 


Clare - 


536 3 11 


85 7 7 


10 17 10 


14 4 


4 


3 8 3 


9 10 11 


3 12 


4 




CoTk - 


1,428 13 9 


207 14 11 


15 1 10 


35 12 


7 


8 7- 


24 - 


8 


9 4 


8 


1,723 15 5 


Cork, City - 


389 9 3 


33-7 


- 18 11 


4 15 


- 


1 - 3 


3 - 


1 


1 - 


7 


433 4 8 


Donegal - 


473 6 1 


63 14 6 


4 18 7 


16 15 


10 


2 18 7 


9 3 


9 


3 7 


11 




Down - 


774 13 8 


168 10 10 


19 2 11 






3 11 6 


11 3 


10 


4 1 


8 


998 9 5 


Drogheda, 'I own of 


9 11 2 


1 5 2 


. 


- 11 


3 


- 3 3 


- 10 


8 


- 1 


9 


12 3 3 


Dublin - 


1,023 10 11 


104 18 1 


33 11 2 


31 5 


0 


4 8 4 


- 14 2 


4 


5 6 


9 


1,217 12 1 


Dublin, City ... 


212 12 - 


24 2 7 


7 3 8 


5 7 


1 


1 4 3 


3 16 


9 


19 2 


7 


273 8 11 


Fermanagh ... 


498 5 2 


48 2 4 


5 17 


8 2 


5 


1 13 1 


5 9 


5 


2 - 


fi 


568 14 0 


Galway - 


1,053 13 6 


128 - 9 


10 17 7 


21 15 


5 


5 9 - 


14 IS 


3 


5 12 


9 


1,240 7 3 


Galway, Town of - - 


85 15 1 


3 15 2 


- 13 6 


- 5 


1 


-11. 


- 4 


- 






90 13 11 


Kerry - - - - 


482 0 9 


113 19 10 


14 10 6 


13 14 


5 


2 14 9 


7 9 


5 


2 14 


9 


637 10 5 


Kildare .... 


345 4 9 


44 19 11 


2 7 5 


9 12 


3 


2 JO 9 


7 17 


8 


2 19 


7 


415 12 4 


Kilkenny - 


442 19 1 


61 9 10 


7 13 11 


10 11 


4 


2 14 8 




_ 


2 19 


_ 


536 3 10 


Kilkenny, City - 


87 n 5 


7 3 - 


1 2 G 


1 2 


1 


- 6 8 


1 3 


_ 


- 6 




98 14 8 


King’s County ... 


344 17 3 


45 14 11 


2 4 10 


8 3 


2 


i 12 1 


5 3 


10 


1 18 




409 14 e 


Leitrim - 


388 15 10 


68 11 11 


7 9 2 


54 7 


6 


2 2 10 


5 10 


11 


2 6 


3 


529 4 5 


Limerick - 


557 13 7 


103 - 5 




12 16 




3 4 10 






3 11 


6 


701 7 2 


Limerick, City - 


122 12 2 


6 10 8 




1 6 




- 3 10 


- 12 


8 


- 1 


9 


131 7 1 


Londonderry ... 


453 17 G 


60 4 - 


3 18 9 


16 10 


5 


2 12 - 


7 11 




6 2 


5 


550 16 4 


Longford - 


283 8 7 


48 17 11 








1 8 11 




11 


1 12 


5 


351 5 5 


Louth - 


321 18 9 


49 7 - 


4 5 5 


6 3 


2 


1 6 - 


4 1 


6 


1 10 


5 


388 12 3 


Mayo 


984 8 2 


155 17 11 


11 12 6 


24 7‘ 


10 


6 2 6 


18 12 


6 


6 17 


7 


1,207 19 - 


Meath .... 


382 17 9 


49 8 6 


3 10 7 


8 14 


1 


2 4 - 


6 13 


3 


2 11 


3 


455 19 5 


Monaghan - ... - 


265 13 5 


35 2 1 


2 15 - 


5 8 


3 


1 13 3 


4 16 


10 


1 17 


7 


317 6 5 


Queen’s County ... 


376 10 11 


57 11 9 


18 5 


7 3 


5 


1 10 6 


4 18 


- 


1 17 


11 


450 17 11 


Roscommon - 


594 S 11 


80 12 2 


5 1 11 


80 8 


8 


4 1 7 


12 - 


8 


4 12 


3 


761 0 2 


Sligo 


423 17 10 


79 5 11 


6 - - 


51 11 


1 


3 12 


8 18 


3 


3 7 


2 


576 1 5 


Tipperary, N. R. 


390 12 3 


37 10 8 


3 19 2 


15 10 


_ 


1 18 11 


5 18 


3 


2 4 


9 


457 14 - 


Tipperary, S. R. 


489 3 10 


67 5 - 


8-3 


16 19 


3 


2 8 7 


7 6 


.0 


2 18 


1 


544 1 10 


Tyrone - - - - 


586 11 8 


36 13 9 


3 11 9 


14 15 


2 


3 1 - 


9 10 


6 


3 12 


1 




Waterford- - 


433 3 4 


55 7 11 




11 - 




2 9 4 


7 5 




2 15 


4 


517 3 6 


"Waterford, City 


75 19 2 


5 19 3 


- 18 - 


1 11 




- 6 10 


1 3 


4 


- 10 


2 




Westmeath ... 


249 18 3 


54 8 - 


7 5 8 


20 17 


7 


1 15 2 


4 18 


4 


1 18 


4 






463 17 11 


66 14 10 


7 6 1 


11 18 


3 


2 9 - 


6 10 


4 


2 6 


3 




Wicklow .... 


326 7 11 


49 9 6 


6 14 10 


9 2 


1 


19 6 


4 5 


9 


1 18 


5 




\ 


8,378 4 5 


2,671 11 - 


275 17 9 


633 19 


3 


97 4 2 


290 3 


7 


132 10 


6 


22,479 10 8 



Francis Eland, Accountant. 
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- General Valuation of Ireland. 



the Financial Years 186/ and 1868, in the Detail as furnished to the Secretaries for the Grand Juries 
in those Years. 



18 6 8 . 



Account of Expenditure incurred between 1st May 1867 and 30tli April 1868. 



counties. 







Travelling 




Printing, 

Stationery, 


and Cnrmge 


Rent 
of Office, 




Incidents. 














Hotel Expenses. 








Advertising. 


of Parcels, j 


and Light, j 










£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


s. 


d. 


£. s. 


d. 


£. S. 


d. 


£. S. 


d. 


£. 


.. . 


i. 




! 


,, 






8 


20 


14 


9 


37 


3 


ft 


6 9 


1 


18 : 


1 1 


63 1 


1 


1,129 


8 11 


361 


4 


11 


64 


1 


2 


8 


2 


6 


13 


15 


5 


2 6 


9 


(i 19 


8 




458 






254 


16 


, r 


20 


11 


11 


2 


10 


11 


21 


12 


,, 


- 15 


3 


2 9 


7 


- 14 


8 


303 


17 


3 


11 




3 




11 












8 


11 


- 1 




- 4 










7 




519 


15 


1] 




0 




3 


13 


ii 


13 


4 


11 


2 7 












610 










_ 








15 




•>, 


4U 


19 




4 2 




10 17 


4 








3 


1,441. 




0 


224 


17 


9 




18 




101! 


5 




9 13 


0 


20 15 


1 


8 17 




1,835 






191 


2 


6 


27 


10 


7 




0 


4 


» 


- 


1 1 


1 5 


0 


4 6 


<> 












7 


7 






6 




3 




9,1 


17 


0 


5 - 


4 


10 18 


4 


3 16 


0 


704 


12 


3 




0 


8 




15 


_ 


18 


0 


5 


26 


1 


11 


4 4 


1 


13 1 


0 


4 4 




84!) 


19 




25 


18 


4 


4 


11 


_ 


_ 


7 


6 


- 


13 


2 


- 1 


7 


- 5 


9 




- 


31 






1,183 


4 


11 


10S 


16 


10 


42 


8 




43 


12 


9 


; 5 n 


7 


17 4 












— 


281 


8 


8 


35 


S 


7 


11 


17 


11 


8 


7 


0 


1 7 11 


4 0 


9 


1 7 










688 


15 


11 


76 


- 


5 1 


6 10 


10 


13 


9 


3 i 


2 5 


- 


0 18 


4 


2 9 


1 1 


790 15 


- 


1,126 19 


10 




16 


3 


11 


15 


9 


34 13 


11 


0 7 


_ 


17 5 


8 


11 2 




1,380 


- 


8 


40 14 


3 


6 


7 


3 


- 


18 






0 


- 


- - 


10 


- (i 


0 






55 


“ 




656 


15 


2 




7 


15 


<, 


10 


44 


7 


9 


4 3 


8 


10 19 


_ 


3 10 


2 


859 


9 


2 


385 


1 


3 


60 


19 


7 


4 


4 


3 


17 


7 


0 


3 1 


0 


8 (i 


5 


3 - 


3 


488 


- 




426 


18 


*J| 


05 




6 




15 


3 


40 


5 


8 


3 5 


4 


8 18 


v 




7 


555 






no 


S 


9 




13 


8 


1 


1 


0 




13 


7 


- 8 


3 


1 6 


10 


- 5 


n 




18 




408 


2 


9 


07 


19 


11 


2 


1 


6 


IS 


14 


" 


2 1 


5 


(> 1 


10 


1 18 


10 


507 




(5 


385 13 


4 




17 


9 


2 


6 


3 


31 


4 


6 


2 12 


7 


6 15 


5 


2 2 


s 


470 


12 


r 


628 


11 










13 14 




69 




3 


3 0 




9 14 




3 9 


9 


838 




9 




14 


4 


13 


4 




- 


10 


9 




0 


3 


- 7 




1 4 


7 


- 4 


2 


74 


17 


5 


413 


1 


7 


08 




3 


4 18 


7 


16 


1 


3 


2 18 


9 


8 3 


9 


11 - 


4 


524 


11 


0 


250 


12 


9 


49 


10 




6 17 


_ 


11) 


9 




1. 14 


11 


5 2 


4 


1 12 


8 


325 


13 




234 


6 11 


24 12 


3 


1 


6 


4 


5 


19 


- 


1 1 


6 


3 8 


2 


1 5 


10 


272 


" 




1,111 


19 


10 


166 


_ 


11 


7 


11 


10 


45 


5 


8 


7 13 


1 


20 13 


11 


40 19 


8 


1,400 


4 


11 




5 


11 


101 


7 


10 


7 


5 


3 


17 


3 


10 


2 1 


2 


0 0 




2 5 


7 


710 15 


7 


341 


4 


5 


67 


3 


- 


8 


2 


8 


11 


19 


- 


1 19 


2 


5 12 


3 


2 3 


10 


438 


4 


4 


264 


10 


10 


54 


8 


5 


1 


17 


7 


16 


1 


3 


1 15 


5 


5 13 


6 


2 1 


0 


340 


8 


« 


641 


18 


1 


111 


- 


- 


8 


5 


- 


40 


8 11 


5 r, 


4 


10 10 


9 


4 14 


1 


822 


2 


7 


516 


10 


1 


73 


10 


8 


2 


19 


3 


46 17 


4 


3 10 


7 


9 14 11 


3 4 


1 


058 


0 


11 


361 


3 


6 


59 


19 


_ 


7 


7 


9 


64 17 


6 


2 5 


4 


6 17 


4 


2 3 


8 


504 14 


1 


460 


3 




61 


10 


11 


7 


4 


3 


46 


1 


10 


2 15 


5 


8 - 


3 


2 8 


10 


588 10 


6 


662 


19 


10 


123 


16 


11 


8 


14 


9 


23 


11 


11 


4 3 


- 


11 10 


5 


3 13 


11 


838 10 


9 
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_ 


8 


63 


16 
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6 


6 


5 


01 


6 


6 


3 2 


10 


7 18 


2 


2 16 


_ 
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7 


0 


47 


7 


11 


7 


7 


4 


1 


6 
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13 


6 


- 8 


2 


1 0 








00 


10 


4 


301 


17 


9 


48 


18 


1 


0 


3 


2 


11 


18 


8 


■2 2 


2 


5 17 


8 


1 17 


1J 


378 15 


5 
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74 


12 


6 




18 11 


31 


10 


3 


2 8 


11 


0 14 


3 


2 2 




743 10 




385 


2 


6 


55 


9 


11 


6 


11 


4 


33 


- 


5 


2 - 




5 - 


5 


1 15 


2 


488 


19 


9 


19,382 12 


7 


3,096 


- 


10 


314 




4 


1,110 




1 


118 11 


8 


331 18 1 


215 6 


6 


21,518 


i 10 


l 



Antrim, including Belfast, 
Borough of - 
Armagh - 

Carlow - 
Carriclcfergus, Town of 

Clare - - - 

Cork - 
Cork, City - 

Donegal - - - 

Down - - - 

Drogheda, Town of 
Dublin ... 
Dublin, City 

Fermanagh - - 



Kildare 
Kilkenny - 
Kilkenny, City - 
King’s County - 

Leitrim 
Limerick - 
Limerick, City - 
Londonderry 
Longford - 
Louth 

Mayo 

Meath 

Monaghan - 
Qneen's County - 
Roscommon 
Sligo - . . 

Tipperary, N. R 
Tipperary, S. R. 
Tyrone 

Waterford - 
Waterford, City- 
Westmeath 
Wexford - 
Wicklow - 



s E/tnt . Accountant. 
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Carlow 

Cork 

Cork City 
Dublin 
Kerry 
Kilkenny - 
Kilkenny City - 
Limerick - 
Limerick City - 
Queen’s - 
Tipperary 
W aterford 
Waterford Borough 
Dublin City 
Kildare - 
Wexford - 
Wicklow - 
King’s - 
Longford - 
Louth 



S liandec 


in by Mr. 


Cities, 


showing tl 
was Co 


Date of 


Issue of Valuation- 


28 June 


- 1853. 


20 July 


- 1853. 


9 „ 


- 1853. 


5 May 


- 1853. 


19 Julv 


- 1853. 


8 


- 1853. 


8 „ 
29 June 


- 1853. 


- 1853. 


29 „ 


- 1853. 


28 „ 


- 1853. 


29 „ 


- 1853, 


5 July 


- 1853. 


5 » 


- 1853. 


31 October 1854. 


18 July 


- 1854. 


7 „ 


- 1854. 


4 „ 


- 1854. 


•2 „ 


- 1855. 


0 » 


1855. 


5 „ 


- 1855. 


Cities, 


showing tb 



Borough of Drogheda 
Meath - 
Westmeath 
Clare - 
Galway Town - 
Cavan - 
Galway - 

Leitrim ... 
Mayo - 
Donegal - 
Roscommon 
Sligo 

Londonderry - 

Monaghan 
Antrim - 
Carrickfergus - 
Fermanagh 
Down ... 
Armagh ... 



proposed Increase per £. 



Counties. 


Present 

Tenement 

Valuation. 


Leinster. 


£. 


Carlow - 


103,911 


Dublin - 


567,015 


„ City ... 


554,952 


Kildare ... 


833,927 


Kilkenny - 


841,229 


„ City 


17,339 


Kings - 


242,212 


Longford - 


152,094 


Louth - 


224,088 


Meath - 


547,703 


Queen’s - - - i 


257,385 


Westmeath - - - 1 


314,550 


Wexford 


372,076 


Wicklow - 


262,055 


Munster. 




.Clare - 


312,089 


Cork .... 


1,028,862 


„ City ... 
Kerry .... 


122,114 


274,020 


Limerick - - - 


452,412 


„ City 


63,876 


Tipperary - 


672,734 



Proposec 
Increase 
per £. 


Counties. 


Present 

Tenement 

Valuation. 


Proposed 
Increase 
per £. 


s. d. 


Munster — continued. 


£. 


s. d. 


5 - 


Waterford - 


275,194 


4 ‘ ' 


6 - 


„ City - 


30,401' 


2~ - 


5 - 


Connaught. 








Galway ... 


468,788 






Leitrim - 


134,637' 


2 6 




Mayo - 








Roscommon - 


292,403 


5 0 


6 - 


Sligo .... 


207,636 • 


2- 6 


3 4 


Ulster. 






4 - 


Antrim ... 






4 - 


Cavan .... 








Donegal ... 


289,302 


- 




Londonderry - 


341,342 






Monaghan ... 


260,400 






Tyrone .... 


418,234 







Armagh ... 


403,180 







Down - 


757,495 


■ 


5 - 


Fermanagh - 


227,567 


— 


4 - 


Total - - 


12,814,014 
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RETURN' of the Names of some of the Counties in Ireland , showing the Number of Years that have Elapsed 
since the Completion of the first Tenement Valuation of each County. 



Counties. 


Years 

Completed. 


Counties. 


Years 

Completed. 


Counties. 


Years 

Completed. 


Dublin 


19 


Waterford ... 


17 


Drogheda Town 


15 


Dublin City ■ 


16 


Waterford City 


17 


Meath .... 


15 


Kilkenny - 


19 


Tipperary ... 


17 


Longford 


14 


Kilkenny City - 


19 


Cork .... 


17 


Westmeath ... 


14 


Kildare - - * "1 


18 


Cork City ... 


17 


Galway ... - 


14 


Ki. s 's - - - - 


17 


Limerick ... 


17 


Galway Town - - - 


14 


Carlow - 


17 


Limerick City 


17 


Mayo .... 


14 


Queen’s - 


17 


Clare .... 


16 


Roscommon ... 


14 


Wexford - 


17 


Kerry ... - 


15 


Leitrim .... 


13 


Wicklow - 


17 


Louth ... - 


15 


Sligo .... 


13 



Of 30 Counties and Counties of Cities and Towns, -28 have been completed 14 years and upwards since the last Valuation 

was completed. 
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RETURN of the Persons Dismissed (or Discontinued) the Service of the General Valuation of Ireland, 
from the 1st January 1850 to the 1st January 1869. 



How Employed. 


Rate of Salary. 


Cause of Dismissal or 
Discontinuance. 


Surveyor 


s. d. 


Completion of work. 


Clerk - 


2 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 


3 0 „ - 


ditto - 




3 - „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 


3 - „ - 


ditto. 




3 6 „ - 


ditto. 




3 - „ - 


ditto. 


Draftsman - 


3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


4 - „ . 


- ditto. 




5 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - - - 


2 6 „ - 


ditto - 




2 - „ - 


ditto. 




3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Draftsman - 


2 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Valuator 


10 - - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto - 


Ditto 


3 - „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 




ditto. 




3 - ., - 


ditto - 


Clerk - 


2 - „ - 


ditto - 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto. 






ditto. 




3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - - - 




. ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto - 


Clerk - - - 


3 - „ - 


ditto - 




3 6 „ - 


ditto. 




3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 


3 6 „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 




ditto - 




3 - „ - 


ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - 




ditto. 


Surveyor 


5 - „ - 


ditto. 


Clerk - - - 


3 - „ - 


ditto. 



Subsequent Re-employment. 



Bradley, Thomas 
Bennett, Edward - 
Bonrke, John - 
Barrington, Edward F. 
Back, John - 
Blair, John 
Brapley, John 

Coghlan, John J. - 
Carroll, Michael 
Clarke, James A., jun. 
Callinan, James 
Cottingham, James - 
Coffey, Stephen 

Donnelly, James 
Deering, Michael - 
Donnelly, William - 
Dnndon, Michael - 
Dwyer, Martin 
Darcy, John - 
Dowdall, Patrick J. 
Dorc, James - 
Donnelly, James 
Dnignam, John 
Donnelly, Patrick F. 

Feighery, Denis 

Fagan, Patrick A. - 
Fry, John C. - 
Fhnnelly, Thomas E. 
Frith, Robert - 
Fahy, Thomas - 

Gillespie, Richard - 
Gray, John - 

Gartland, William - 
Gamble, Thomas E. 
Gules, Thomas 
Gildea, Jonas - 

0.57. 



15 March - 1853 
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APPENDIX TO REPORT FROM SELECT COMMITTEE 



Return of the Persons Dismissed (or Discontinued) the Service of the General Valuation of Ireland , See. — continued. 











Cause of Dismissal ! 


Subsequent Re-employment. 


NAMES. 






te of Salary. 
















Discontinuance. 


Date. 


Duration. 




Harte, Philip - 


Draftsman - 


4 


d. 

- per day - 


Completion of Work 


14 Feb. - 1854 


2 jeers . . 


4 


Harvey, George ... 


Clerk - 


3 


- ,i 


ditto. 






Hogan, Joseph - 


Ditto 


2 


6 ,. 


ditto. 








Horn, John - 


Surveyor 


3 


4 „ 


ditto - 


15 March 1853 


1 year 3 months 


4 


Holland, James ... 


Clerk - 


4 




ditto - 


16 August 1852 


2 years 2 months 


4 


Hipwell, Edward - 


Ditto 


2 


6 „ 


- ditto. 




Hayes, James 


Draftsman - 


3 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Hill, John - - 


Clerk - 


2 


6 „ - 


ditto. 








Healv, Thomas - - - 


Draftsman - 


3 


6 „ 


ditto - 


13 April - 1857 


3 years 6 months 


4 


Harton, William 


Surveyor 


3 


6 „ 


- ditto. 




Irvine, William - - - ' 


Clerk - 


4 


_ n 


- ditto. 








Irwin, Edward ... 


Ditto 


2 


6 „ 


- ditto. 








Johnston, James - - - 


Valuator 


13 


4 „ 


ditto. 








Johnston, Henry ... 


Ditto 


13 


4 „ 


ditto. 








Kennedy, Daniel ... 


Clerk - 


3 


6 „ 


ditto - 


4 Feb. - 1837 


10 months 


5 


Kenny, Edward J. - 


Ditto 




- „ 


- ditto. 








Kelly, Henry L. 


Surveyor 


S 


- „ - 


ditto - 


21 April - 1857 


3 months 


6 


Kehoe, James .... 


Draftsman - 


3 


6 „ - 


- ditto. 






Kennedy, Patrick - 


Surveyor 


5 


- » - 


ditto. 








Lodge, George - 


Ditto 


5 


- » - 


ditto - 


13 Nov. - 1856 


1 year 




Ledsara, John 


Clerk - 


3 


— „ 


ditto. 








Leahy, Joseph - 


Draftsman * 


4 




ditto. 








Lord, Isaac .... 


Clerk - 


1 


4 „ - 


ditto. 








Lloyd, John G. 


Surveyor 


5 


- >, - 


. ditto. 








McGarry, Michael - 


Surveyor (originally 


2 


6 „ - 


ditto - 


14 May - 1857 


2 months 


5 




Clerk). 














McCormach, Henry 


Ditto 


2 




ditto. 








McMullen, Esmond 


Clerk - 


3 


6 „ - 


- ditto. 








McGuinness, Charles 


Surveyor 


5 




ditto. 








McMahon, Thomas 


Clerk - 


2 


C „ 


ditto. 








McCarthy, Jeremiah 


Valuator 


7 




- ditto. 








Mooney, Thomas - - - 


Clerk - 


2 


C „ 


- ditto. 








Molloy, Edmond ... 


Ditto 


3 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Mullins, Thomas - - - 


Surveyor 


5 




ditto. 








Moran, Henry M. - 


Ditto 


5 




ditto. 








Madigan, Thomas ... 


Ditto 


6 




ditto. 








Mortimer, Henry ... 


Draftsman - 


3 




ditto. 








Madden, John ... 


Clerk ... 


3 


6 „ - 


ditto. 








Marquis, James ... 


Draftsman - 


3 


6 „ 


ditto 


1 May - 1856 


1 month - 


3 


O’Lougblin, John ... 


Clerk ... 


3 


6 „ - 


ditto - 


1 Sept. - 1854 


1 year 10 months 


4 


O’Malley, Michael ... 
O’Kelly, Anthony - - - 


Surveyor 


5 




Resigned. 




Clerk - 


2 




Completion of Work. 








O'Brien, Thomas E. - - 


Surveyor 


5 




ditto - 


7 April - 1857 


3 months 


5 


O’Kearney, Nicholas 


Clerk ... 


3 




- ditto. 






Preston, Eyre W. - - 


Surveyor 


5 




- ditto - 


8 August 1854 1 


1 year 7 months 


5 


Preston, William ... 


Clerk - 


3 


6 - 


ditto - 


7 April - 1857 


3 months 


4 


Palmer, Isaac - - - 


Ditto 


3 


- » 


ditto. 






Quinn, Thomas 


Surveyor 


3 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Roche, David - - - - 


Ditto 


4 


6 „ 


- ditto. 








Reilly, Edward ... 


Valuator - - . 


10 




ditto. 








Roch, Daniel - 


Draftsman - 


3 


6 „ - 


ditto. 








Robinson, James ... 


Ditto 


3 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Roche, Pierce .... 


Surveyor 


4 


- „ 


ditto. 








Rogers, Robert - - - 


Clerk ... 


2 


6 „ - 


ditto - 


27 March 1857 


1 month 


3 ■ 


Roan tree, James ... 


Ditto 


2 


6 „ - 


- ditto. 






Ryan, William L. . 


Ditto 


2 


~ »> - 1 


- ditto 


7 April - 1857 


3 months 


2 


Soollard, William ... 


Surveyor 


. 




ditto - 


18 Oct. - 1852 


4 years 9 months 


5 


Seabrook, Richard - - - 


Clerk - 






- ditto - 


17 March 1857 


4 months 


5 ' 


Sutcliffe, John ... 


Ditto 


I 


8 per day - 


- ditto. 






Smith, Richard D. - 


Ditto 


3 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Sharpe, John - - - - 


Ditto 


3 




ditto. 








Talbot, John - 


Draftsman - 


2 


_ 


ditto. 








Thane, George ... 


Surveyor 


5 


- ” - 


ditto. 








Waters, John D. 


Clerk - 


2 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Waters, Edward D. - 


Ditto 


2 


6 „ - 


ditto. 








Wilcocks, William - 


Clerk 


2 


6 „ 


ditto. 








Young, Joseph ... 


Ditto 


2 


“ .» - 


ditto. 








Yates, Henry .... 


Ditto 


2 


6 „ - 


ditto - 


15 April - 1857 


3 months 


3 ■ 



General Valuation Office, Dublin, 27th April 1869. 
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Appendix, No. 



CLASSIFICATION of the Officers comprising the Department of the General 
Survey and Valuation of Ireland, made by the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury, to take effect from the 1st of April 1865, under the Provisions of 
the “ Tenement Valuation (Ireland) Act.” 



Circular of the Accountant and Cashier to the several Officers of the General 
Valuation Department, specifying their respective Appointments, Salaries, and. 
Terms of Service, in pursuance of the arrangements made by the Lords Commissioners 
of Her Majesty’s Treasury, to take effect from the 1st April I 860 . 

General Survey and Valuation of Ireland, 
Accountant’s Office, 2, Fitz william Place, Dublin, 
Sir, 1 April 1865. 

I am directed by the Commissioner of Valuation to inform you, that by a recent classi- 
fication of the several officers in this department, appointed to assist in carrying into 
effect the provisions of the “ Tenement Valuation (Ireland) Act,” as authorized and 
approved by the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Treasury, you have been 
appointed as an officer in the class, the minimum salary of such class being £. 
and the maximum £. , per annum. It has been further determined by their Lord- 

ships, that all persons in the class referred to shall receive an annual increase of £. 
until their specified maximum be attained, the foregoing arrangement being directed to 
take effect from the 1st of April 1865 ; your salary from that date, during the year en din g 
31st March 1866, being £. . 

It will be necessary, for the uniform rendering of my accounts, that you will carefully 
prepare your receipt for salary and other vouchers as hitherto, but you will omit any 
designation beyond your signature, except the terms enclosed in parenthesis, thus ( 1 st, 
2nd, or 3rd class), as the case may be, without specifying the nature of your employment 
for the time being, as draftsman, valuator, or surveyor ; and you will adopt this practice 
in all documents furnished to me, whether in the monthly time sheets or otherwise. 

Five years have been added to the time of which you have already had notice in the 
Treasury ai-rangements of 1860, as your term of service, and I am to say, in reference to 
superannuation, that such term (amounting on the 1st of April to years) is in every 

instance that fixed in the new arrangement made by the Lords Commissioners of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) Francis Eland, 

Accountant and Cashier to the General Survey and 
To , Esq. Valuation Department, Ireland. 



Classification of the Officers comprising the Department of the General Survey 
and Valuation of Ireland, ordered by the Lords Commissioners of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury, to take effect from the 1st day of April 1865. 



Sir Richard Griffith, Bart., ll.d., f.r.S., M.I.C.E., &c. &c.. Commissioner — 39 years’ 
service. 

John Ball Greene, m.i.C.e, F.G.S., &e. &c., Superintendent — 22 years’ service. 



names. 


Service. 


commencing 
1 April 
1865. 


Observations. 






£. 




Francis Eland, Accountant and Cashier - 


35 


365 




R. Frederick Shaw, Chief Clerk (300 /. to 
365 /., by 15/. a-year). 


15 


316 




George Bolton, Solicitor .... 


14 


300 
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Classification of Officers, &c. — continued. 



First Class — Comprising 13 Officers. 



Scale, 300 l. to 365 1., by 10 1. a year. 



No. 


s, "“- 


j 


Commencing 
1 April 1865. 


Observations. 


No. j 


Names. 


Service. 


CotnmencinJ 
1 April 1865.j 


Obsemti 








£. 










£. 




1 


Hyland Bvron 


28 


300 




S 


George L. M'Cormack - 


24 


300 




2 


Henry M. Duffy - 


27 


300 




0 


William Scott - 


17 


300 




3 


George R. Hitchcock 


20 


300 




10 


Terence Allt - 


16 


300 




4 


Henry Hutchings - 


26 


300 




11 


George A. Craig 


12 


300 




5 


Thomas Hampton - 


26 


300 




12 


Robert Bell - 


10 


320 | 




G 


Robert M‘Mieken - 




350 




] 3 


(Vacant.) 








‘ 


George Irwin - 


1 24 


300 















Second Class — Comprising 24 Officers. 



Scale, 200 l. to 280 1., by 10 L a year. 



1 


Patrick Conroy 


30 


£. 

210 




13 


Denis M'Elligott 


17 


£. 

200 


2 


John Davis ... 


28 


200 




14 


Martin Doyle - 


17 


200 


3 


Philip Rogers ... 


28 


200 




15 


John Power - 






4 


Richard M. Daly 


20 


240 




16 


Timothy Moylan 


17 


200 


5 


Denis Quinn - 


20 


200 




17 


James T. Hurford - 




200 


G 


Peter F. Carroll 


20 


200 




18 


Henry Rogers 






7 


Jeremiah Deane 


20 


200 




19 


John Farmer - 




200 


8 


Francis Mnngan 


20 


200 




20 


William E. Jones - 






0 


W illium Doheny 


19 


200 




21 


George Innes - 


14 


200 




William J. Burke 


19 


200 




•i‘> 








11 


William II. Perrin - 


IS 


200 




23 


Thomas R. Stephens 


13 


200 




William Ryan 


18 


200 






John Thomson 


9 


240 



Third Class — C omprising 63 Officers. 



Scale, 80 1. to 180 Z., by 5 Z. a year. 



1 


Joseph Lear - 


28 


£. 

140 




33 






£. 


2 


James Peacoeke 


28 


135 




34 








3 


William Robinson - 


27 


110 




35 


James R. Cook 




100 


4 


George Rogers 


24 


120 




36 


William G. Plunkett 






5 


Thomas Hogan 


21 


140 




37 


John Leech - 






6 


James P. Organ 


20 


140 




38 


Thomas A. Elliott - 




140 


7 


John Reeves ... 


19 


140 




39 


William Porter 






S 


James Cantwell 


19 


140 




40 


William J. Morton 




140 


9 


Thomas Fallon 


19 


140 




41 


Thomas J. Penny - 




140 


10 


Robert Buck - 


19 


130 




42 


Robert Mayne 
Henry W. Hope 






11 


Joseph 1*. M'Cann - 


18 


120 




43 




140 




Joseph M'Cann 


18 


140 




44 


John Sault - - - 




100 


13 


Arthur Disney 


18 


120 




45 








14 


Patrick Maflin 


18 


no 




46 








15 


C harles Geoghegan - 


17 


140 




47 








16 


George W . Marquis 


17 


125 




48 








17 


Michael Heming 


17 


140 




49 




ll 




IS 


Thade Scanlan 


17 


140 




50 






19 


Patrick Keenan 


17 


140 




51 


Thomas Boyan 




140 


20 


George L. O’Keefe - 


16 


140 




52 








21 


Thomas Shortliall - 


16 


130 




53 








22 


Benjamin Scott 


15 


140 




54 


Thomas J. Gaffney - 




100 


23 


Patrick J. Donnelly 


15 


140 




55 


John Mansfield 




100 


24 


James B. Egan 


15 


140 




56 






90 


25 


Francis Kennedy - 


15 


140 




57 






100 


20 


Thomas M'Entyre - 


15 


140 




58 




7 


100 


27 


William Bonis 


15 


140 




59 


John Geo. Brassington - 


5 


135 


28 


Francis P. Jones 


15 


130 




60 




5 


100 


29 


J ohn Hughes - 


15 


140 




61 


George J. Irwin, jun. 


5 


100 


30 


John Hogan - 


15 


140 




62 




5 


100 


31 


John B. B. "ieates - 


15 


100 






(Vacant) 






32 


Richard Brassington 


14 


140 











(signed) Richard Griffith, , 

Commissioner of the General Survey and Valuation of Irelau 
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Appendix, No. 3. 



RETURN of the Persons who have from time to time been Employed on the General 
Valuation of Ireland, showing the Counties or Places from whence they came, and 
their Professional Qualification. 



Names. 


County or Place. 


Professional 

Qualification. 


Observations. 


Robert Warwick, c.e. - 


Dublin ... 


Surveyor and valuator - 




Benjamin Given - 


Ballvmoney, county 


Agriculturist and valu - j: 




Robert Wynne 


Londonderry. 
County Down 


ator. 

Surveyor and valuator - 


j Dead. 


John Hampton, c.e. 


Dublin ... 


ditto 




Robert Stephenson 


County Armagh - 


Agriculturist and valu- 








ator. 




James Johnston - 


Newtownforbes, county 


Surveyor and valuator. 




John Kelly, c.e. - 


Longford. 

Borrisokane, county 


- - ditto. 




Tipperary. 


- - ditto. 




JJavid Johnston - 


County Londonderry - 




Samuel Nicholson, c.e. - 


Dumfriesshire, Scotland 


Agriculturist and valu- 








ator. 




Robert Harding, c.e. 


Limerick - 


Surveyor and valuator - 




James Docring 


Strabane, county Tyrone 


- - ditto 


Dead. 


John Montgomery 


ditto 


- - ditto 


Robert Purdon 


Huntingdon, countv 


- - ditto 






Westmeath. 






Abraham Woffington, c.e. 


Dublin - 


- - ditto 




Denis Freeman 


County Wicklow 


- - ditto. 




Alexander Armstrong - 


County Donegal - 


- - ditto 


Dead. 


John Hill, c.e. 


Edinburgh, Scotland - 


- - ditto. 




James Leeson 


County Mayo 


Estate manager, valu- 
ator, and surveyor. 
Surveyor and valuator - 




Patrick Knight, c.e. 


- ditto - - - ! 


J 


Alexander M'Loughlin - 


N. T. Limavady, county 


Agriculturist and valu- 






Londonderry. 


ator. 




Anthony M'Cullagh 


Maghera, county Lon- 


- - ditto 


1 




donderry. 






Robert Thomson - 


Toome Bridge, county 


Surveyor and valuator - 


j 




Antrim. 




Charles Pollock - 


Castledawson, county 1 
Londonderry. 


- - ditto. 




George Robinson - 


County Fermanagh 


- - ditto 




John M'Cready - 


County Antrim - 


- - ditto 


Dead. 


Denis O’Connor, c.e. - 


Dublin - 


- - ditto 


Patrick Daly, c.e. 


Donnybrook, county 


- - ditto. 






Dublin. 






Richard M. Daly - 


W exford - 


Surveyor and agricul- 








turist. 




Francis O’Callaghan, c.e. 


Dublin ... 


Surveyor and valuator - 




W illiam A. Williamson - 


Longford - 


- - ditto 




David Williamson 


County Armagh - 


- - ditto 


Dead. 


Robert Kenneth, c.e. 


Scotland - 


- - ditto 


Tobias M'Auley - 


County Antrim - 


- - ditto 




James Donelly 


County Limerick 


Agriculturist and valu- 








ator. 




John Boyan 


Killnean, county West- 


- - ditto 




James Kellv 


meath. 

County Roscommon - 


Surveyor and valuator - 


'.Dead. 


Thomas Cox 


Frenchpark, county Ros- 


- - ditto. 






common. 






Terence Alt 


Tipperary ... 


Agriculturist and valu- 








ator. 
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Ap p. No . 3. Return of Persons -who have been employed on the General Valuation of Ireland, &c. — continued. 



Names. 


County or Place. 


Professional 

Qualification. 


Observations. 




Limerick - 


Surveyor and valuator. 






Cork - 


- - ditto. 




Denis M'Elligott - 


Kerry ... 


- - ditto. 






Longford - 


- - ditto. 




Richard Brassington, c.e. 


Dublin ... 


- - ditto 


1 




ditto ... 


- - ditto 


! Dead. 


Robert Hall - 


ditto ... 


Mechanical engineer, 
mill valuer, &c. 


j 


Robert M'Micken 


Stranraer, Wigtonshire, 
Scotland. 


Valuator of cities and 
large towns. 




Thomas Hampton 


Dublin ... 


- - ditto. 




Robert. Bell - 


Dromore, county Down 


Agriculturist and valu- 
ator. 




James Harton 


Monaghan - 


Surveyor and valuator. 




William Ormsby - 
John Cuming 


Dublin 


- - ditto. 




Glenluce, Wigtonshire, 
Scotland. 


- - ditto 


J-Dead. 


James Carolan 


Belfast ... 


Land manager, agricul- 
turist and valuer. 


J 


Thomas Wrigg 


England ... 


Surveyor and valuer. 




Robert Innes 


N . T. Limavady, county 
Londonderry. 


Surveyor and valuator - 


] 


Peter M'Cann 


Kingscourt, county Ca- 


- - ditto 


iDead. 


John M'Cann 


ditto 


- - ditto 




William Shekleton 


ditto 


Agriculturist and valu- 
ator. 


‘ 


John Thompson - 


North of Ireland - ' 


- - ditto. 




Michael Vahey 


County Mayo 


Surveyor and valuator - 


j 


Thomas Bracken - 


Ballvmahon, county 


Agriculturist and valu- 


Dead. 




Longford. 


ator. 


Thomas Keogh 


Athlone, county West- 
meath. 


- - ditto 


J 


James Lynam 


Carlow - 


Surveyor and valuator. 




James Robinson - 


Fintona, countv Tyrone 


- - ditto 


Dead. 


Joseph Conroy, c.e. 


Dublin - 


- - ditto. 




William Jones, c.e. 


ditto ... 


- - ditto. 




Edward Gaffney - 


Edgeworthstown, county 
Longford. 


Land manager and va- 
luator. 




Michael Gleeson - 


County Tipperary 


Agriculturist and valu- 
ator. 


Dead. 


Edward Reilly 


Claremorris, county 

Mayo. 


Land agent and valuator. 




James M'Elreavy 


Hollvwood, countyDown 


Surveyor and valuator. 




John Colthurst 


Cork’ - 


Agriculturist and valu- 
ator. 


Dead. 


Edward Wright - 


Cork - 


Surveyor and valuator. 




Pierce Ryan 


Wexford - 


Agriculturist and valu- 
ator. 




Robert White 


Tipperary - 


Agriculturist, proprietor, 
and land agent. 


Note. — These 
last two gentlemen 


James Jocelyn Poe 


- ditto - 


- - ditto. 


were only tempo- 
rarily engaged to 
value premises ap- 
pealed against. 
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Appendix, No. 4. 



CIRCULARS to Clerks of Unions and to Revising Surveyors. 



App. No. 4. 



Instructions for the Annual Revision of 1 S 64 - 5 . 



The revisers in each district to confine their work to the lists furnished by the clerks of 
the unions, pursuant to the 4th section of the Act 17 Viet. c. 8, except at the special 
request of parties who may call upon and satisfy them of the necessity for a revision of their 
premises. 

It is expected that the revisers will use their best efforts to complete the field work of 
their respective districts in ihe shortest time possible, so as to enable them to return to 
town and assist with the office work, that all may be completed within the required period. 

In all cases where the union lists have been issued for the first time, or where they have 
been corrected only once, and in all other cases where it may be found practicable, the 
reviser is to carry out the corrections at the union workhouse, and send up the general 
abstract. 



In every instance where it is proposed to carry out an alteration whereby the elective 
franchise will be affected, either by reducing valuations of 12 Z. in counties, and 8 l. in 
boroughs, or by raising valuations respectively to those amounts, the circumstances of each 
case to be reported to the office before the valuation lists are altered. 

No notices respecting the revisions to be posted in any union, such not being required by 
the Valuation Acts. 



General Valuation of Ireland, Dublin, 
1 November 1864. 



J. Ball Greene, Superintendent. 



(Circular.) General Valuation of Ireland, Dublin, 

1 November 1866 . 

The district revising surveyors will confine their work to the lists furnished by the clerks 
of unions, pursuant to the 4th seciion of the Act 17 Viet. c. 8, and to cases subsequently 
ascertained by the county cess and poor-rate collectors, as well as to such other cases as 
may be specially brought under notice by rate-payers, or others, who give satisfactory 
reasons that revisions are necessary. 

The valuation of buildings is not to be increased unless such is rendered necessary by 
reason of substantial improvements ; and no reduction is to be made except where buildings 
have been thrown down, or where dilapidations, or other local circumstances affecting the 
valuation, have occurred, sufficient to justify a reduction ; and in all cases where such 
alterations are made, a note assigning the reason is to be entered in the revision book ; also 
where applications to alter the valuation have not been entertained, the reasons are to be 
noted. 

On the completion of the field revision of each district, the revising surveyor will prepare 
and forward to the office a list of all the alterations affecting either the franchise or license 
duties. 

All alterations in the office books are to be carefully and neatly made, the pencil marks 
to be rubbed out, and the date of the revision to be written on the margin in each instance. 

As far as practicable ink of a different colour should be used at each revision. 

Neatness is to be observed in marking the changes upon the Ordnance maps, of which 
eare is to be taken to preserve them from being crushed or otherwise injured. 

°-57. g g 4 The 
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The name of the owner, or owners, “ in fee” of each townland to be ascertained and 
entered in the column for observations. 

In all cases where the valuation of property of a variable nature, such as fisheries, 
turbaries, &c., is altered, the data upon which the alteration is based should be entered in 
the revision book for future reference. 

By Order of the Commissioner, 

J. Ball Greene , Superintendent. 



Annual Revision of the Valuation. 



Instructions. 

The revising officers in each district to carefully examine the several cases contained in 
the lists furnished by the clerks of the unions, pursuant to the 4th section of the Act 
17 Viet. c. 8, and all other cases brought under their notice by the rate collectors or other 
parties who may call upon and satisfy them of the necessity for a revision of their premises. 

It is expected that the revising officers will use their best efforts to complete the revision 
of tlieir respective districts in the shortest time posable, so as to enable them to return to 
town and assist with the office work. 

In cases where a re-applotment of the valuation of land becomes necessary in conse- 
quence of subdivision, striping, &c., the revising officer will, particularly in cases of 
extensive alterations caused by the re-arrangement of farm holdings, markon the Ordnance 
maps the new boundaries, and transmit either the maps or outline tracings to the office, 
where the new areas will be computed, and an applotment of the valuation made according 
to the different qualities of soil, and thus preserve the valuation, as originally determined, 
for rating purposes. 

The valuation of buildings is not to be increased unless such is rendered necessary by 
reason of substantial improvements ; and no reduction is to be made except where buildings 
have been thrown down, or where dilapidations, or other local circumstances affecting the 
valuation, have occurred, sufficient to justify a reduction ; and in all cases where such 
alterations are made, a note assigning the reason is to be entered in the revision book; also 
where applications to alter the valuation have not been entertained, the reasons are to be 
noted. 

In all cases where the valuation of property of a variable nature, such as fisheries, 
turbaries, &c., is altered, the data upon which the alteration is based should be entered in 
the revision book for future reference. 

In every instance where it is proposed to carry out an alteration whereby the elective 
franchise will be affected, either by reducing valuations from sums over 4 l. in boroughs 
and 12 l. in counties, or by raising or subdividing valuations, the circumstances of each case 
to be reported to the office before the valuation lists are altered. 

The name of the owner, or owneis, “in fee” of each townland to be ascertained and 
entered in the column for observations. 

Sufficient notice to be given to the clerk of each union (by letter supplied for that 
purpose), to enable him to communicate with the rate collectors, requesting them to meet 
the revising officer at the union workhouse. 

J. Ball Greene, 

General Valuation of Ireland, Commissioner of Valuation. 

Dublin 1 December 1868. 



(Circular.) 



Annual Revision. 



Sir General Valuation of Ireland, Dublin, 10 October 1867. 

It is directed in the 4th section of the Act 17 Viet. c. 8, that on the 15th day ot 
November in each year, every collector of poor rates within each Poor Law Union, wt 
which the valuation of the rateable hereditaments and tenements has been completed an 
in operation, shall make out and deliver to the clerk of such union a list of all the tene- 
ments and rateable hereditaments situate within every townland in the said union, 
within his district, the valuation of which shall require revision, and of property, 
annual value of which is liable to frequent alteration; and if any such collector shall tau 
neglect to make out such list, according to the best of his ability, and delivei the s 
the clerk of the union, as aforesaid, within the period aforesaid, he shall, for every - 
neglect or default, be liable to a penalty not exceeding 5 1. j t 
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It is also directed that any ratepayer within any Poor Law Union may, within the same 
period make out and deliver to the cleric of the union a list of any tenements, the valuation 
of which shall, in the opinion of such ratepayer, require revision; and that the clerk of each 
Poor Law Union shall, for ten days after receiving any such lists, leave the same open for 
public inspection at the workhouse of such union, and permit extracts to be made there- 
from ; and shall, on or before the 27th day of November in each year, make out a full and 
complete list of all tenements and property mentioned in such lists, delivered to him as 
aforesaid, and transmit the list so made out by him to the Commissioner of Valuation. 

In drawing your attention to the provision that has been made in the foregoing enact- 
ment to insure complete lists of tenements being furnished to this office for revision, the 
Commissioner of Valuation trusts that those parties whose duty it is to ascertain and 
furnish such lists, will be careful to make them as perfect as possible; also, that the rate- 
payers will avail themselves of the power given by the Act to lodge lists where necessary, 
so as to insure an accurate revision of their lands and tenements in each instance. 

By order of the Commissioner, 

J. Ball Greene, 

To the Clerk of each Union. Superintendent. 



[A similar Circular was issued by the Commissioner of Valuation, dated 10th October 1868.] 



H H 



App. No. 4. 
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Appendix No. 5. 



PAPER handed in by Mr. G. R. Hitchcock. 



GENERAL VALUATION OF IRELAND. 



C. Department. — Western District. 



SUMMARY of Field Work from 1st January 1868 to 31st December 1868 (both days inclusive). 







Rate 


Galway. 


Galway Town. 


Mayo. 


1 Total. 






Diem. 


No. of 


Amount. 


No. of 


Amount. 


No. of 


Amount. 


No. of 
Days. 


Amount. 


J. Deane - 


- 


£. s. 
220 - 


d. 


S. d. 
12 - 


_ 


£. s. d. 




£. s. d. 


88 


£. s. d. 
52 17 11 




£. s. d. 






230 - 




12 7 


- 


- 


- 


■ - 


63 


39 18 10 


- 


- 


Total - - 


£. 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


■ - 


151 


92 11 9 


151 


92 11 9 


D. M'EUegot - 




220 - 


- 


12 - 


15 


9-4 


8 


4 16 2 


68 


40 17 6 










230 - 


~ 


12 7 


56 


35 5 9 


5 


3 2 11 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Total - - 


£. 


- 


- 


71 


44 6 1 


13 


7 19 1 


68 


40 17 6 


152 


93 2 8 


T. Scanlan 




150 - 


- 


8 2 


91 


37 6 10 


_ 
















157 10 




8 7* 


55 


23 14 8 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


- 


Total - - 


£. 


- 


- 


146 


61-6 


- 


- 


- 


- 


146 


61-8 


W. Doheny 


- 


220 - 


- 


12 - 


- 


- 


- 


- - 


*4 


2 8 1 


4 


2 8 1 


Total for 
Year 1 868 J 


£. 


- 


- 


217 


105 6 7 


13 


7 19 1 | 


223 


135 17 4 


453 


249 8 - 



' ““““ °> a» PHibable to. tak.n by Mr. D.b.ny la r.rl.i.g May. portion Caetta,, main. 
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Appendix, No. 6. 



General Valuation of Ireland. 



RETURN of the Total Amount of County Cess levied in each Year, in the County 
of Roscommon, for the Years 1855, 1856, and 1857. 



Year. 


Amount. 




£. 


1855 


29,603 


1856 


27,507 


1857 ------ . ; 


26,886 


Total - - - £. 


83,996 



RETURN of the Total Amoimt of Poor’s Rate levied in each Year in the County 
of Roscommon, for the Years 1855, 1856, and 1857. 



Year. 


Amount. 




£. 


1855 


22,684 


1856 


20,093 


1857 


17,403 


Total - - - £. 


60,180 


L 





are ? nI y P<£ tions of the Unions of Athlone, Ballinasloe, Boyle, and 
S included in S°Return E ° SC0rara0n 5 but ™ tire Eate of ' Unions 



0.57. 



I I 



App. No. G. 
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Appendix, No. 7. 



App. No. 7 



General Valuation of Ireland. 



Number of Lines, including Abstracts and Indexes. 



No. 


Names of Counties. 


Treasurers’ 

Copies. 


Union 

Copies, 


Office 

Copies. 


Municipal 

Copies. 


Total. 


i 


Antrim - 


73,250 


132,200 


158,370 


100,700 


464,520 


2 


Armagh - 


46,000 


57,000 


68,000 


14,000 


185,000 


3 


Carlow - - - 


18,460 


21,965 


30,120 


5,050 


75,595 


4 


Cavan - 


51,200 


67,350 


76,100 


1,100 


195,750 


3 


Clare .... 


50,500 


66,500 


77,000 


4,000 


198,000 


6 


Cork - - - 


132,900 


201,100 


238,360 


37,420 


609,770 


7 


Donegal - 


78,000 


98,950 


119,500 


3,000 


299,450 


8 


Down - - - 


88,000 


109,000 


130,500 


28,000 


355,500 


9 


Dublin - - - 


104,580 


73,760 


129,730 


25,150 


333,220 


10 


Fermanagh - - - 


40,700 


49,000 


60,300 


1,600 


151,600 


11 


Galway .... 


93,700 


124,700 


142,800 


8,500 


369,700 


ia 


Kerry - 


61,700 


77,700 


92,550 


1,450 


233,400 


13 


Kildare - 


28,590 


35,340 


42,500 


4,230 


110,060 


14 


Kilkenny - 


46,500 


57,600 


85,540 


8,850 


198,490 


15 


King’s - 


32,693 


40,493 


49,623 


2,810 


125,619 


16 


Leitrim - 


35,600 


48,600 


54,960 


- 


139,150 


17 


Limerick ... 


68,500 


92,100 


111,300 


16,800 


278,700 


18 


Londonderry - 


56,500 


71,600 


84,800 


12,600 


225,400 


ID 


Longford ... 


22,750 


28,150 


33,860 


1,450 


86,210 


20 


Louth - 


32,550 


40,262 


48,025 


5,000 


125,837 


21 


Mayo ... - 


84,800 


112,800 


129,100 


8,200 


334,900 


22 


Meath - 


38,238 


47,344 


58,404 


1,860 


145,846 


23 


Monaghan - 


44,000 


54,500 


64,750 


6,000 


169,250 


24 


Queen’s - 


27,690 


34,299 


42,134 


1,540 


105,663 


25 


Roscommon - 


52,310 


65,020 


75,600 


3,520 


196,450 


26 


Sligo .... 


38,200 


47,200 


58,400 


5,600 


149,400 


27 


Tipperary ... 


83,245 


103,125 


126,305 


12,840 


325,515 


28 


Tyrone - 


80,400 


101,750 


119,800 


8,000 


309,950 


29 


"Waterford ... 


45,100 


54,200 


68,000 


13,000 


180,300 


30 


Westmeath ... 


31,200 


88,600 


46,500 


3,750 


120,060 


31 


Wexford ... 


50,400 


61,385 


88,320 


12,100 


212,205 


32 


Wicklow ... 


29,600 


36,515 


46,470 


2,000 


114,585 




Total - - - 


1,757,856 


2,250,108 


2,757,701 


360,020 


7,125,685 
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Appendix, No. 8. 



STATEMENT relating to Amendments proposed to be made in the General Valuation App. No. 8. 

(Ireland) Acts. 



The tenement valuation was commenced under the 9th & 10th Viet. c. 110. The 9th 
section of this Act provided that a valuation should be made of all rateable tenements for 
poor law purposes upon the net annual value at which the same would let from year to year, 
the cost of repairs, insurance, and other expenses necessary to maintain the hereditaments, 
and all rales, taxes, and public charges (except tithe-rent charge) being paid by the tenant. 

The 39th section of this Act provided that a different valuation should be made for the 
purposes of county assessments on a scale of prices for agricultural produce mentioned in 
the Act. 

The 40th section provided that, for ihe purposes of county assessment, all houses should 
be valued at one-tbird less than the rent at which same would let, save houses valued at 
less than 5 1., which were directed not to be included in the valuation. 

In June 1852, the 15th & 16th Viet. c. 63, was passed ; and by the 9th section of this 
Act, it was directed that the valuation should be carried on and made, “ as regards land,” 
upon an estimate of the net annual value thereof, with reference to the average price of 
agricultural produce as mentioned in that section, and such valuation ; and as regards 
houses and buildings, at the rent for which same might be expected to let from year to year, 
the probable average annual cost of repairs, insurance, and other expenses (if any) neces- 
sary to maintain the hereditament in its actual state, and all rates, taxes, and public charges, 
if any (except tithe rent-charge), being paid by the lenant. 

Under the foregoing Acts the tenement valuation of the entire of Ireland was made and 
issued at the dates mentioned in the following list: — 



List of Counties and Cities, showing the Dates at which the Valuation of each 
was completed. 



Counties. 




Date of Issue 
of 

Valuation, 


Counties. 


Date of Issue 
of 

V aluation. 


Carlow 




28 June 1853. 


Clare .... 


3 July 1866. 


Cork 




20 July 1853. 


Galway Town ... 


14 July 1856. 


Cork City 
Dublin 




9 July 1863. 
5 May 1H53. 


Cavan .... 


26 June 1857. 


Kerry 




19 July 1853. 


Galway - 


29 June 1857. 


Kilkenny 




8 July 1853. 


Leitrim .... 


6 July 1857. 


Kilkenny City - 




8 July lt<53. 


Mayo : - 


13 July 1857. 


Limerick - 
Limerick City - 


_ 


29 June 1853. 
29 June 1863. 


Donegal - 


6 July 1858. 


Queen’s - 




28 June 1853. 


Roscommon - 


1 July 1868. 


Tipperary 




29 June 1863. 


Sligo - 


7 July 1858. 


Waterford 
Waterford Borough 


- - 


5 July 1853. 
5 July 1858. 


Londonderry ... 


16 July 1869. 


Dublin City 




31 Oct. 1864. 


Tyrone - 


13 July 1860. 


Kildare - 
Wexford - 


- 


18 July 1864. 
7 July 1864. 


Monaghan ... 


1 July 1861. 


Wicklow - 


- 


4 July 1854. 


Antrim ... - 


10 July 1862. 


King’s 
Longford - 


-■ 


2 July 1866. 
6 July 1855. 


Carrickfergus - 
Fermanagh ... 


10 July 1862. 
4 July 1863. 


Louth .... 
Borough of Drogheda 


5 July 1865. 

6 July 1866. 


Down ... - 


12 July 1864. 


Meath 

Westmeath 


: - 


10 July 1865. 
6 July 1856. 


Armagh - 


1 June 1866. 



0.57. From 
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8 From the foregoing dates it will be seen that the valuation of the southern and western 
counties was made before the country had recovered the effect of the famine, when agri- 
culture was greatly neglected, and when ihe poor’s rate was, in many unions, very much 
higher than at present, the result being that the valuation of those counties is considerably 
less than the valuation of lauds of a similar quality in the province of Ulster which was 
valued at more recent dates; and i he following statement will show the increase per pound 
on the valuation which would be required to make the valuation of the southern and western 
counties relative with the valuation of those in Ulster. 



Statement showing the Amount of the present Tenement Valuation of the several 
Counties and Cities in Ireland and the Addition necessary to be made to the 
Valuation of the Southern and Western Counties to bring them to a uniform Scale 
with those in the Province of Ulster. 





Present 


Proposed 




Present 




Counties. 


Tenement 


Increase 


Counties. 


Tenement 






Valuation. 


per £. 




V aluation. 


per £. 




£. 


s. d. 




£. 


s. d. 








Tipperary 


Carlow - 






672,734 


4 - 


163,911 


5 - 


Waterford 


275,194 




Dublin - 


567,015 


5 - 


„ City 


36,401 




„ City 
Kildare - 
Kilkenny 


554,952 


2 - 




333,927 

341,229 


5 - 
5 - 


Connaught : 






„ City - 

King’s - 


17,339 


2 - 


Galway - 


468,788 


4 - 


242,212 


3 4 


Leitrim ... 


134,637 


0 6 


Longford 


152,094 


3 4 


Mayo ... 


307,800 




Louth - 


224,088 


5 - 


Roscommon 


292,403 




Meath ... 


547,703 


5 - 


Sligo ... 


207,636 


2 6 


Queen’s - 


257,385 


3 4 




Westmeath 


314,550 


5 - 


Ulster : 






Wexford - 


372,075 


4 - 






Wicklow - 


252,055 


4 - 


Antrim ... 


858,943 











Cavan 


268,044 











Donegal - 


289,302 


— 








Londonderry - 


341,342 





Clare ... 






Monaghan 


260,400 





312,089 


4 - 


Tyrone ... 


418,234 





Cork - 


1,028,862 


4 - 


Armagh - - - 


403,180 




„ City 


122,114 


3 4 


Down ... 


757,495 





Kerry - 

Limerick - 
„ City - 


274,020 

452,412 

63,876 


4 - 


Fermanagh 


227,567 


— 


2 - 


Total - £. 


12,814,014 





The proprietors in the North of Ireland complain that while their lands are valued at 
something like the lair letting value, the lands m the south and west are valued at a lower 
rate. 

Strong complaints have also been made by railway, mining, gas, and other companies, 
and by the occupiers of houses in towns and cities, that their property has been valued on 
a different basis from that on which landed property has been valued, and that in conse- 
quence they are subjected to a higher rate of taxation. 

The question of exemption of property from taxation has become very serious. 

The 15tb section of the 15th & 16th Viet. c. 63, directed the Commissioner of Valu- 
ation, when making out his lists of valuation, to distinguish all hereditaments, or portions of 
the same of a public nature, or used for charitable purposes, or for the purpose of science, 
literature, and fine arts, as specified in the Act 6 & 7 Viet. c. 36; and such premises were 
thereby exempted from assessment, save the half-rent payable for same. Under this section 
a great number of claims were made by religious and philanthropic institutions, and it being 
found that the tendency of courts of quarter sessions was to carry the principle of exemp- 
tion a great deal too far, an attempt was made to limit it by the Act 17 Viet., c. 8, s. 2, 
which provides, “That in making out the lists of valuation the Commissioner of Valuation 
shall distinguish all hereditaments and tenements, or portions of the same of a public 
nature, or used for charitable purposes, or for the purposes of science, literature, and the 
fine arls, as specified in an Act of the 6th 7th years of Her Majesty, c. 36, and all such 
hereditaments or tenements, or portions of the same so distinguished, shall, so long as they 
continue to he of a public nature, and occupied for the public service, or used for the pur- 
poses aforesaid, be deemed exempt from all assessment.” 
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It lias been found in practice that the above section has not effected, the intended limita- Ann Nn 
t.on, and it has become necessary to have the Valuation Acts amended by either abolishing P 
all right to exemption or confining it to — 6 

1 st. Buildings, or portions thereof, exclusively used for public worship, and open 
to the general public. * * 

2nd. Gaols, court-houses, lunatic asylums, workhouses, hospitals, and infirmaries, 
supported wholly or in part by grants or presentments of public money. 

3rd. Premises m the occupation of the Crown or its officers or servants, and exclu- 
sively used for the public service. 



fhe 14th section of the 15th to 16th V.ct. c. 63, provides that premises improved by 
drainage, See., shal not be liable to be rated on such increased value for seven years- but 
no provision is made for adding ihe increased value after the expiration of that period 
1 Ins requires to be provided for. ^ 

The 2nd section of the irth Viet. c. 8, provides that the half-rent payable for pre- 
mises entitled to exemption shall be liable to be assessed ; such premises are often held 
amend nent^ ° > " k ' re!11 ’ ancf there ls 110 Pulsion for apportionment. Tliis also requires 
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APPENDIX: — GENERAL VALUATION, & C. (IRELAND). 



TABLE No. 2 — In which the Unions and Results of Table No. 1 are arranged, irrespective of Counties or Provinces 
. according to the Average Value per Acre of Agricultural Produce, in Numerical Order, from less to greater ; also, these 
Average Values thus arranged reduced to 7 ' i; , J, and for the purpose of Comparison with the Average Value per 
Acre of the General Valuation. 



UNIONS. 


Total 


Crops. 


Value 

of 

Stock. 


Total 

of 

Agricultural 

Produce. 


Average 
per Acre. 


Average 

per Acre 
reduced 
Poar Land 
t° ft. 

Medium J, 


I General Valuation. 


Extent. 


Value. 


Average 
per Acre. 


Average 
Value 
reduced 
to Vo- 


Total 

Value 

of 


Average 
Value 
per Acre. 








£. 


s. 


d. 


s. 


d. 


£. 


£. 


s." 


d. 




d. j 


£. 


a. d. 


.Belmullet - 


177,933 


8,721 


4 3,504 


99 


11 


10 




131,719 


175,223 


19 


2 


1 


11 


9,035 


1 _ 




Oughterard - 


172,745 


9,987 


54,055 


108 


3 


10 


10 


132,020 


18G,081 


21 




2 


2 


12.541 


1 5 




Dunfanagky 


125,050 


11,345 


05,907 


116 


2 


11 


7 


101,340 


107,247 


20 


7 


2 


8 


8,655 


1 41 




Glenties - 


257,430 


27,909 


151,076 


110 


4 


11 


-i 


253,583 


407,059 


31 


8 


3 


2 


15,522 


1 24 


15 




125,270 


11,282 


54,015 


96 


9 


9 


8 


180,340 


240,955 


38 


0 


3 


104 


19,433 


3 1 






111,261 


18,319 


78,245 


85 




8 


61 


155,142 


233,387 


41 


11 


4 


2 i 


10,271 


2 11 




1 Swineford - 


152,504 


34,811 


135,513 


77 


10 


7 


9* 


200,219 


341,732 


44 


9 


4 


Si- 


34,818 


4 6i 




Macroom - 


179,108 


32,371 


153,017 


94 


6 


9 




204,910 


417.933 


4G 


8 


4 


ft 


53,810 


0 - 




l Castlebar 


140,908 


25,233 


115,380 


91 


5 


9 


H 


220,193 


335,573 


47 


7 


4 


9 


39,321 


5 6J 




r Ballinrobe - 


114,895 


27,020 


150,578 


109 


_ 


10 


10* 


218,100 


308,678 


50 


2 


G 


3} 


53,765 


7 5 




Castlerea - - - 


102,303 


35,335 


162,739 


92 


1 


9 


2 


252,510 


415,269 


51 


2 


G 


4J 


03,311 


7 9 




Kanturk - - - 


180,518 


39,395 


174,138 


88 


7 


8 


10* 


319,045 


493,183 


52 


11 


6 


74 


75,434 


8 1 




Parsonstown 


220,437 


51,346 


303,011 


118 


3 


11 


10 


284,320 


587,931 


53 


4 


6 


8 


83,315 


7 7 




Tralee - 


221,847 


38,075 


223,578 


115 


7 


11 


51 


380,080 


603,058 


54 




6 


91 


G5,899 


5 11 




Strokestown 


90,036 


22,321 


110,479 


104 


4 


10 


5 


154,475 


270,954 


00 


2 


7 


64 


45,912 


10 2} 




Nenngh ... 


183,088 


42,299 


224,275 


104 


3 


10 


5 


349,031 


573,906 


02 


8 


7 


10 


70,900 


8 4 




Mallow - 


154,358 


42,793 


228,789 


106 


11 


10 


8* 


272,435 


501,224 


G4 


11 


8 


1* 


81,431 


10 6i 


B : 


Bandon ... 


101,315 


28,269 


145,398 


102 


10 


10 


H 


188,342 


333,740 


05 


10 


8 


2 


53,042 


10 51 




Mountmellick 


200,033 


02,907 


392,009 


124 


7 


12 


51 


281,222 


673,231 


67 


1 


8 




72,978 


7 3 




Formoy ... 


148,208 


49,056 


219,798 


100 


4 


10 


*4 


250,971 


500,700 


07 


7 


8 


54 


80,830 


10 101 




Thurles ... 


143,351 


39,450 


233,910 


118 


G 


11 


10 


203,931 


497,841 


69 


5 


8 


8 


71,510 


9 11 




Trim .... 


119,518 


30,895 


179,485 


97 


3 


9 


81 


247,583 


427,068 


71 


6 


8 


Hi 


05,255 


15 11 




I Cashel ... 


150,822 


40,276 


243,781 


105 


4 


10 


c* 


323,782 


507,503 


72 


5 


9 




91,689 


11 8 




Gorcy .... 


129,705 


47,583 


234,005 


08 


4 


9 


10 


271,883 


505,948 


73 




11 




68,9G2 


10 7 




. A thy .... 


1G0,254 


07,049 


340,904 


101 


8 


10 


11 


251,851 


592,815 


74 


- 


1) 


3 


83,406 


10 5 




/Larne - 


117,784 


34,787 


208,012 


119 


7 


11 


m 


229, G93 


137,705 


74 


4 


12 


4* 


00,060 ' 


11 5 




I Ballymena - - - ! 


101,101 


53,834 


321,538 


119 


7 


11 


n > 


302,818 


024,356 


77 


6 


12 


11 


81,389 


10 1 




| Navan - - - | 


94,440 


32,879 


105,235 


100 


G 


10 


-1 


218,348 


383,583 


81 


3 


13 


g; 


81,328 


17 10 




I Ballymoncy - 


127,518 


47,712 


2G9,G28 


113 




11 


sj 


242,043 


511,671 


81 


10 


13 


71 




8 




Magherafelt - 


156,721 


05,399 


3G1,G98 


110 


7 


11 


-J 


299,406 


001,104 


81 


4 


14 




C£)’o89 


8 2 




Middleton ... 


109, 2G0 


40,504 


257,789 


no 


10 


11 


l 


220,107 


477,890 


87 


0 


14 




74,747 


13 8 


i i 


Coothill ... 


105,848 


47,080 


287,985 


122 




12 


2J 


107,791 


485,770 


91 


6 


15 


31 


03,355 


12 - 




Antrim ... 


117,119 


53,315 


335,147 


125 


8 


12 


6} 


224,879 


500,020 


95 


4 


15 


ll| 


91,302 


15 7 




Wexford ... 


120,301 


55,206 


364,379 


132 




13 


2 i 


283,250 


G47.635 


102 


7 


17 


1 


80,076 


12 8 




Strabanc ... 


134,372 


60,859 


430,980 


141 


7 


14 


2 


200,786 


091,772 


103 




17 


2 


09,793 


10 4i 




Lisburn 


119,843 


00,090 


403,320 


120 


11 


11 


1 


259,232 


002,558 


no 


7 


18 


5 


110,555 


18 5i 


'■uirgun - - . j 


79,404 


52,383 


387,504 


148 


1 


14 


9} 


142,530 


530,040 


135 




22 


7 


80,777 


20 4 



TABLE No. 3. — In which the Reduced Average Value of Agricultural Produce for the Unions, compared with the 
Average per Acre of the General Valuation, as shown in Table No. 2, is rearranged and grouped in Provinces, which 
furnishes as a final Result this remarkable fact that the General Valuation of Ulster is not higher than that of the 
other Provinces of Ireland , the remainder in the Price of Produce as stated in Evidence being regarded ns the true 
and proper Standard. for Valuation. 



PROVINCE. 


COUNTY. 


UNION. 


Average 

Agricnl- 

Value 
per Acre. 


Average 

Valuation 


PROVINCE. 


COUNTY. 


UNION. 


Average 

Agricul- 

Value 
per Acre. 


Average 

Valuation 

per 

Acre. 








j. 


d. 


s. 


d. 








j. d. 


s. i. 


Leinster 


King’s - 


Parsonstown - 


6 


8 


7 


7 


Munster — 












Queen’s 


Mountmellick 


8 


44 


7 


3 


continued. 












Meath - 


Trim - 


8 


Hi 


15 


IX 








8 54 


10 104 






Navan - 




64 




10 














Wexford 


Gorey - 


9 


IJ 


10 


7 




Tipperary 






8 4 






Wexford 




1 


12 


8 














Kildare 


Athy - 


9 


3 


10 


5 






Cashel - 


9 -4 


11 8 


Connaught - 


Mayo - 


Belmullet 


1 


11 


1 


_ 


Ulster - 


Donegal 




2 8 


1 4i 






Swineford 


4 


54 


4 


64 










1 24 






Castlebar 


4 




5 


bi 




Tyrone - 




4 24. 


2 11 






Ballinrobe - 




34 


7 


5 




Antrim 






11 5 




Galway 


Oughterard - 


2 


2 


1 


5 










10 1 




Roscommon - 


Castlerea 


G 


4$ 


7 


9 








13 74 


8 2i 






Strokestown - 




04 


10 


24 






Antrim - 


15 114 


15 7 


















Londonderry - 




14 -f 




Munster 




Dingle - 




104 


3 


1 








17 2 


10 41 






Traleo - 


6 


94 




11 










12 - 




Cork - 


Macroom 


4 


8 


6 






Down - 




18 5 


18 5J 






Kanturk 


6 


74 


8 


1 






Lurgan 


22 7 


20 4 
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[N.B . — In this Index the Figures following the Names of the Witnesses refer to the Questions in 
the Evidence ; those following App. to the Pages in the Appendix ; and the Numerals following 
Rep. to the Pages in the Report.] 



A. 

ACCOUNTS [APPORTIONMENT OF CHARGE.') Positive denial that, as regards 
the annual revision, any county has ever been charged with work done in other counties, 

Geeene 348 Explanation on the subject of apparent discrepancies between the amount 

paid by certain counties and the amount paid by the office in salaries, ib. 951-955. 961- 
968. 976-984. 

Examination in detail upon certain progress returns showing the work on which witness 
was engaged in different years, such work having been charged to particular counties, 

though frequently not connected with such counties, Marquis 3404 et seq. Inability 

of witness to procure for the Committee all the progress returns for which they have asked, 

ib. 3408-3414. 3458 Direction from Mr. Byron according to which work was 

improperly charged by witness to different counties, ib. 3419-3421.3438,3439. 3559 

Long period for which witness continued to make out incorrect progress returns; 
probability of his dismissal if he had refused to obey the orders of his superiors in the 
matter, ib. 3671-3582. 

Limited sense iu which witness, as divisional superintendent, has to do with the 
progress returns, he having no supervision as to the charge allocated to the counties for 
service in the field, Hitchcock 3878, 3879. 3884. 3892-3894 Grounds for the con- 

clusion that charges have been made to counties for work not done in them ; reference to 

particular progress returns in corroboration of this view, ib. 3895-3939 Inference as 

to Mr. Green having been coguisant that charges were wrongly placed against counties, 
ib. 39 i 6 - 39 2 2 . 

Belief that it can be proved that work has never been charged to counties unless it 
has been done for them, Sir R. Griffith 5254. 5284—5286. 

Witness cites sundry facts, and .'supplies detailed explanations in refutation of the 
statement by Mr. Marquis that he was ordered by Mr. Byron to charge work to certain 
counties in 1857 an d i n >858, for which the work had not been done, Bolton 5331-5350. 

Resolution of the Committee that it is desirable that a careful examination of the books 
anrl accounts of the Valuation Office should take place in Dublin, with a view to ascertain 
whether any and what irregularities have taken place in charging upon the several counties 
the expenses for which presentments have been made since the passing of the Tenement 

Valuation Act, Rep. iii Also that in future, before any presentment is made, the 

accounts of expenditure should be made to the Comptroller and Auditor General, not 
only as regards their correctness with reference to the accountability of the officers, but 
with reference to their apportionment between the Treasury and the several counties, ib. 

Also that previous to any examination each county should have sent to it a detailed 

statement of the charge apportioned to it, and the grounds thereof, and should have an 
opportunity of making representations on the subject to the Comptroller and Auditor 
General, ib. 

See also Castlereagli Union. 

Agricultural Statistics. Recommendation that the Agricultural Statistical Department of 
Ireland be connected with the Valuation Department, as a means of arriving at an 
improved basis for the valuation; and as facilitating the collection of agricultural 
statistics, Hutchings 4726-4740. 4765. 4787-4792. 4805-4829. 

Agriculture. Great improvement in agriculture generally, since the Valuation of Ireland 
was commenced, the improvement having been greater in the north than in the south, 
tnr R. Griffith 1503-1515. See also Prices. 

Alt, Tim, ice. Very good valuations made by Mr. Terence Alt, who has been in the service 
iur many years. Sir R. Griffith 1424, 1425. 
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Appeals. Statement of the practice in connection with appeals in the case of the tenement 

valuation Greene 52-54. (14-67 Belief as to the grand jury having had no power to 

appeal, and as to the presentments upon the counties having been imperative, ib. 56-61 

Immense number of appeals at one period in the county of Tipperary, Greene 183; 

Sir R. Griffith 5231 ; Bolton 5361 Final character of the appeal from the valuation 

to the quaiter sessions, except in certain cases, Greene 363-367. 

Particulars relative to the number and character of appeals from the valuation, and 

from the revision; rare success of the appeals, Greene 368-382 Great number of 

appeals in the famine period, ib. 368 Very few appeals in late years, the department 

having gradually grown in public confidence, ib. 374-376. 387 Considerable expense 

incurred in connection with the numerous appeals in Tipperary, ib. 1193-1195. 1265-1270. 

System of inquiry into the accuracy of the tenement valuation by means of committees 
of appeal for the several baronies, and f >r each county, Sir R. Griffith 1381. 140a- 

14.14 Considerable expense through the attendance of the solicitor of the valuation 

department in small appeals before witness; important principle involved in these, cases, 

Leahy 1801-1805. 1866, 1867 Frequent employment of witness professionally after 

leaving the valuation department, in cases questioning the accuracy of Sir R. Griffith’s 
valuation ; examination as to the grounds ior this statement, Lynarn 2284. 2295. 2336 
et seep 

Contemplated power of appeal in the grand jury, and in the boards of guardians, 

Trench 4206. 4214-4218 Defence of an appeal from the valuation to the magistrates 

instead of to the chairman of quarter sessions, ib. 4372-4395 Reasons for preferring 

that an appeal from the valuation should be to the chairman of quarter sessions instead 
of to the magistrates, O'Brien 4512-4518. 4628-4633. 

Very few appeals which were proceeded with, when it was found they could not be 

sustained, Sir R. Griffith 5231. 5296, 5297 Approval of the appeal being to the 

chairman of quarter sessions instead of to the magistrate*, Holton 5359 Large num- 

ber of appeals formerly, only a small per-centage of which were followed up or succeeded, 
ib. 5361, 5362. 

See also Solicitor. 

Applotments. See Revisors and Revision, 2. 

Appointment of Officers. Appointment of the stuff by Sir Richard Griffith until i860, when 
the appointments were placed under the Treasury; qualifications required, there haying 

been no competitive examinations before that year, Greene 19-24. 46-50 Provisions 

of the Act 23 Viet. c. 4, as to the increase or diminution of the establishment and of the 
salaries ; action of the Treasury in the matter on the recommendation of witness, ib. 

785, 786 Power of nomination and of recommendation for promotion still enjoyed by 

the Commissioner of Valuation, the approval of the Treasury being necessary in each 
case, as well as an examination before appointment, Sir R. 1 738-1748. 4931- 

4943- 4949-4956. 

Several nominations made by Sir R. Griffith since the vacancies have been competed 
for under the system of Civil Service examinations ; there has been 110 nomination 

hitherto by Mr. Greene, Hitchcock 4156. 4159. 4178-4188 Nomination of 

three persons for each vacancy, ib. 4158. 4187, 4188. 

See also Qualifications of Officers. Re-employment of Officers. Valuators. 

Apportionment of Cost. See Accounts , Sfc. Castlereagh Union. 

Attendance of Commissioners. See Constitution of Department , 2, 3. 

Audit of Accounts. Resolution of the Committee that it is expedient that in future, before 
any presentment is made, the accounts of expenditure should he submitted to the Comp- 
troller and Auditor General, not only as regards their correctness with reference to the 
accountability of the officers, but with reference to their apportionment between the 
Treasury and the several counties, Rep. iii. 

B. 

Bandon, Revision of. See Hurford, James T. 

Basis of Valuation. Adoption of a scale of agricultural prices as the basis of the tenement 
valuation, Greene 75-77; Sir R. Griffith 1490. 1498-1507 ; Hutchings 4724, 4725 ~ 

Due consideration of the varying character of the soil, and of all local circumstances in 
determining the valuation, Greene 396-404— — Statement of the various modes and prin- 
ciples of valuation laid down by the several Acts, commencing with the Act 6 & 7 Geo. 

4, c. 62, ib. 468-473 Proposition in the Bill of 1866 for reducing the system of 

valuation to a uniform scale, and for applying the principle of the letting value to all 

classes of property, ib. 47g, 480' Approval of the letting value as a basis ; how it 

should be arrived at, ib. 496. 1120-1124. 

Explanation 
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Basis of Valuation — continued. 

Explanation of the data by which witness would be guided in making a valuation of 

any county, Flynn 2895-2909 Concurrence in approval of the fair letting value as 

the basis of a new valuation, Vernon 3034-3039 ; O'Brien 4450. 4592-4602. 4622. 
4641-4652. 4709,4710; Sir R. Griffith 4957, 4958. 

Opinion that the true basis of valuation is the amount of produce which remains after 
deduction of the cost of production ; suggestions for ascertaining such basis, Hutchings 
4732-4744. 47.52-4765. 4805-4829 -Estimated amount of deduction for cost of pro- 

duction in the case of good lands and bad lands respectively, ih. 4743, 4744. 

Tabular statement submitted by Mr. Hutchings showing for various unions ihe extent 
in acres under the principal crops produce, and the number of live stock in 1866; also 
the value of crops and of stock respectively, and the total value of agricultural produce, 

App. 244, 245 Further tables showing different results deduced from the foregoing, 

and containing comparisons between the reduced average value of agricultural produce 
for the unions, with the average per acre of the general valuation, ih. 246. 

See also Agricultural Statistics. Letting Value. Prices. Rents. 

Boards of Guardians. Suggestions as to the mode in which the board of guardians might 

check the expense of valuation or revision, Leahy 1807-1809. 1837 et se 9‘ Approval 

of a power of appeal in the boards of guardians, Trench 4215-4218. 

Bolton, George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is solicitor to the Valuation Office, 5328 

Shows the total inaccuracy of a statement by Mr. O’Reilly that in 1857 Mr. Greene 

made a charge for attending certain appeals in the country whilst he remained at home 

all the time. 5329, 5330 Cites sundry facts, and supplies detailed explanations, in 

refutation of the statement by Mr. Marquis that he was ordered by Mr. Byrou to charge 
work to certain counties in 1857 and *858 for which the work had not been done, 5331- 
5350. 

Entire misapprehension of Mr. Hitchcock in stating that the valuation was based on 
rents, 5350 Comment upon a statement by Mr. Hitchcock on the subject of deduc- 

tions from the valuation after it was published ; express power given to this effect, 5351- 

6353 Strict supervision always exercised in order to prevent the valuation being 

influenced by the franchise ; instant dismissal sure to follow if any officer acted partially 
for this purpose, 5354-5356- 

Statement in explanation of a charge by Mr. O’Brien as to the valuation of some land 

in Mitchelstown Union having been improperly raised, 5357, 5368- 5360 Approval of 

the appeal being to the chairman of quarter sessions instead of to the magistrates, 5359 

Large number of appeals formerly, only a small per-centage of which were followed 

up or succeeded, 5361, 5362. 

Boundary Survey. Conduct by witness of the Boundary Survey of Ireland, which was 
commenced in 1825 and completed in 1846, the whole cost having been borne by the 
Treasury, and the office of Boundary Surveyor being still held by witness, but without 
salary, Sir R. Griffith 1317-1319. 1352-1368. 

Continuance of Sir R, Griffith’s connection with the department by reason of his 
having charge of the Boundary Survey, Duffy 1928-1930. 

Further information on the subject of the Boundary Survey, for which there has been a 
grant of 500 ?. for the present year ; justification of this small outlay, Sir R. Griffith 
5125-5140. 

Bray Commons Reclamation.’ Honorary office at one time filled by witness as Commis- 
sioner of Bray Commons, Greene 101 Explanation with further reference to the part 

taken by witness, whilst superintendent of the valuation, in connection with the reclama- 
tion of Bray Commons, ih. 324-337 Some plans of the reclamation works were 

coloured by the Valuation Office after office hours, the payment having come out of the 
funds of the commons, ib. 334-337. 

Buildings. Increase of valuation in respect of new houses or buildings, but not in respect 
of fences, Greene 705-707 Similar principle followed throughout Ireland in the valua- 

tion of houses or cottages, there being a guiding scale of prices. Sir R. Griffith 1603- 

1605- Necessity of the revisors going over the land in order to see what houses or 

buildings have been pulled down or have fallen in ; large number of such houses, I'lynn 

2881-2886. 2952, 2953 Practice of increasing the valuation when buildings have 

been repaired, O’Brien 4471-4475. 

Burhe, TV. J. Circumstance of Mr. W. J. Burke, who died in 1867 or 1868, being 

included in a certain return for 1868, Duffy 2097-2106 Explanation in connection 

with a return of the work of the revisors in the field of 1868 ; its apparent inaccuracy 

in including the name of W. J. Burke, who died in 1867 ; Hitchcock 3868-3891- 

Explanation on the subject of a. payment to Mr. Burke’s widow in the financial year 
1867-68, he having died on 8th April 1867 ; correction of former statement on this point, 
Duffy 5365-5378. 

362— I. a 2 Barren 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



4 



BUR 



C L A 



Report, 1869 — continued. 



Burren (Clare). Statement as regards the valuation of certain lands in the barony of 
Burren, in Clare, that much of this land, as well of pasture land in Galway, was valueda 
great deal too low, Lynam 2511-2520. 

Byron, Mr. Belief that there was never any complaint as to the official conduct of Mr 

Byron, Sir 11 . Griffith. 1779-1781 Circumstance of a clerk in the office of the name 

of Byron having been in the habit formerly of going into the country on geological pur- 
suits, O'Reilly 2606-2610. See ulso Accounts (Apportionment of Charge). ° 



C. 

Capital. Varying amounts of capital required and used per acre of land in the north and 
in the south, Vernon 3047-3055. 3062, 3063. 3122-3126. 

Carlow County. Great improvement in agriculture in the county of Carlow, Sir R. Griffith 
1512.1772. 

Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 5 s. in the pound 
App. 228. 242. 

Carpenter's Work (Sir R. Griffith). Reference to a certain charge made by witness rela- 
tive 10 the employment of a carpenter on work for Sir R. Griffith, for which he was paid 
out of the office funds, O’Reilly 2636-2639. 

Explanation as regards some carpenter’s work at witness’s house, that it was duly paid 

for by himself and not by the office. Sir R. Griffith 4861-4866 Further statement in 

refutation of the charge that some carpenter’s work done to witness’s house had not been 
paid for by him, but by the Valuation Office, ib. 5070-5083. 5141-5144. 5200- 
5205. 

Castlereagh Union. Belief as to the inaccuracy of a statement that the total cost of 
revising Castlereagh Union, which is partly in Mayo, was charged to Roscommon, 

Greene 1153-1 163 Very trifling character of some work done by Mr. Doheny in that 

portion of the Castlereagh Union in Mayo, and charged to Roscommon, Duffy 5363, 
5364— The work in question was only a matter of a lew hours, whereas the revision of 
the union took twenty-eight days, ib. 5364. 

Paper furnished by Mr, Hitchcock containing a summary of field work during 1868 in 
the western district, comprising Galway, Mayo, &c. ; estimate of four days as the time 
taken m revising the Mayo portion of Castlereagh Union, App. 238. 

Central Office. Advantage of a central establishment, and of the facilities thus afforded 
for employing competent peisons in checking the valuation when questions arise, Greene 

228. 240, 241 254-257. 532 537 Necessity of a central office for the charge of maps, 

plans, &c., Flynn 2855-28 67 Small expense necessary for the central supervision con- 
templated by witness, if there were competent revisors in the country, ib. 2944-2947 

Objection tu the counties carrying out the valuation, a national office for the purpose being 
very essential, drench 4206. 4219. 

Changes and. Alterations (Annual Revision). Chief object of the annual revision of the 
valuation to record the changes of occupiers and of lessors, and the changes caused by 
consolidauon or division of farms, Greene 220-226. 251-253 About 190,000 altera- 
tions were made last year, ib. 258 Explanatory statement as to the several changes 

recorded in the revision, and as to what constitutes a change, Duffy 2146-2154: 

Limited information in the lists furnished by the clerks of unions to tne Valuation Office 

as to changes of occupancy, &c., Flynn 2839-2842. 2934, 2935 Calculations as to 

the annual changes of name, area, &c., in Roscommon; examination upon the question 
whether such calculations are not very inaccurate if applied to an average of years, ib. 
2843 2846 Importance of a careful check of the calculations and alterations in 
respect of changes of boundary, Thompson 3298. 

Check Valuers. See Valuators. 

Clare County. Explanation relative to the proposal to increase the valuation of the county 
of Clare, by an average of 4 s. in the pound, Greene 682-696. 

Classification of Officers. Adoption of a Treasury classification in the office, witness having 
been consulted on the subject, Greene 665-667— Statement as to the effect of the 
present classification of the staff as regards witness and generally ; several officers in the 
second and third class who should be in the first and second respectively, but for the 

limit imposed, Duffy 1905-1911. 1915, 1916. 2115 Increased expense consequent 

upon the classification, ib. 1917, 1918 General dissatisfaction in the office upon the 

occasion of the classification in i860; ib. 21 16-2123— -Satisfaction given in the office by 
the Treasury classification in 1865; several persdfisj however, were not satisfied, Hitcficock 
4104,4105. 

Particulars 
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Classification of Officers — continued. 

Particulars of the classification of the officers, as ordered by the Treasury to take effect 
from ist April 1865, App. 231, 232. 

See also Salaries. 

Clerks of Unions. Circular from the Valuation Office to the clerks of Unions, dated loth 
October 1867, with reference to the lists to be furnished by the collectors of poor rates, 
showing the property in each union requiring revision, App. 236, 237. 

Commencement of Valuation. Commencement of the tenement valuation before witness 
joined the office in 1850 ; belief that at this period no county had been fully published, 
Greene 1 12-133. 

Completion of Valuation. Necessity of examining more than 4,000 field books, which are 
now in store, in order to show when the tenement valuation was completed in the different 
baronies, Greene 846-850. 

Very long period occupied in the valuation of certain baronies in Tipperary and Kerry, 

Lynam 2249 Much shorter period in which the baronies might have been completed 

if the arrangements had not been so defective, ib. 2250 Short period in which the 

valuation might have been completed if there had been a more competent staff and an 
improved organization. O' Reilly 2583-2585. 

Return of the total area and valuation of land and buildings in each union, the dates 
of tire primary printing of each union, and the dates at which the valuation of each came 
into operation (or rating purposes, App. 213-219. 

List of counties and ciiies, showing the dates at which the valuation of each was com- 
pleted, between the years 1853 and 1865 inclusive, App. 228. 241 Return showing 

for several counties and cities the number of years that h ive elapsed since the completion 
of the first tenement valuation, ib. 229. 

Consolidation of Farms. Very rare instances of the consolidation of farms. Greene 252. 

567, 568 Limited work for the revisor in reference to the subdivision or consolidation 

of tenements, Flynn 2833-2838. 

Constitution of Department: 

1 . Generally as to the Constitution and Working of the Valuation Depart- 

ment. 

2. Qualifications and Attendance of Sir R. Griffith as Commissioner. 

3. Qualifications of Mr. Greene as Superintendent and as Commissioner. 

4 . Suggestions for an amended • Constitution of the Department. 

1 . Generally as to the Constitution and Working of the Valuation Department: 

Constitution of the present commission under the Acts 15 & 16 Viet., c. 63, and 

23 Viet. c. 4, Greene 14 Appointment by the Lord Lieutenant of Sir Richard 

Griffith as the first Commissioner, ib. 16-18. 44, 45 Division of the office into several 

departments, there being a superintendent for each division and a general control bein°- 

exercised by witness, ib. 851-863 Witness was Commissioner of the General Valuation 

of Ireland from 1830 till October last, when he resigned, and was succeeded by Mr. 
Greene, Sir R. Griffith 1312-1316. 

Due attention always paid at the Valuation Office to any representations by witness 

respecting the valuation of tenements in his charge, Vernon 2994-2996 Belief that 

the duties of the department have been admirably discharged, ib. 2997. 

Return showing the departments as at present arranged, with the counties apportioned 
to each, together with the names of the officers in each department and their salaries, 
App. 224, 225. 

2. Qualifications and Attendance of Sir R. Griffith as Commissioner: 

Almost daily attendance of Sir R. Griffith at the Valuation Office whilst witness was 
superintendent, Greene 61-94- — Due attention by witness to the duty of valuation in 
the field, and due attendance given by him at the Valuation Office, whilst he also acted 
at the Board of Works, Sir R. Griffith 1323, 1324. 1348-1351. 

Belief that Sir R. Griffith never valued with the valuators, and never interfered when 

difficult questions arose concerning any valuation, Lynam 2471-2475 Very limited 

attendance of Sir R. Griffith at the Valuation Office between 1850 and 1857- O’Reilly 
2560-2562. J 

Witness has held various public appointments before and since he joined the Valuation 
Office, for some only of which did he receive any salary, whilst he always devoted ample 
time to his duties as Valuation Commissioner, Sir R. Griffith 1317-1324. 1337-1351 
-—Detailed statement in explanation of the early career of witness and of his oppor- 
tunities for efficiency as a valuator, ib. 5206, 5207. 

362 I. A 3 Statement 
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Constitution of Department — continued. 

3. Qualifications of Mr. Greene as Superintendent and as Commissioner ; 

Statement of the professional experience of witness and of his qualifications for the 

conduct of the valuation of Ireland, Greene 95-99 From 1841 to 1844, wi uiess was 

employed by Sir R. Griffith in connection with the Boundary department of the Ordnance 

Survey, ib. 9 6 Previously to his appointment to the office in 1850 witness had had 

considerable experience as a valuator, ib. 96-99 Almost exclusive devotion of 

witness’s time to the duties of the valuation, ib. 100-103. 

With regard to the appointment of witness as superintendent of the valuation, he is 
not aware of any jealousy in the office on the subject, and he worked hard for his pro- 
motion, Greene 748-754 Varied duties discharged by witness, ib. 856 Further 

explanation relative to the experience of witness in the office before his appointment as 
superintendent of the valuation, ib. 1303-1311. 

Experience of Mr. Greene, but for which witness would not have appointed him 

superintendent. Sir R. Griffith 1461 Belief as to Mr. Greene being a very competent 

and intelligent officer, Leahy 1854 Very satisfactory progress of the work on the 

appointment of Mr. Greene as superintendent, Duffy 1904 Expediency of the person 

at the head of the Valuation Office possessing knowledge as to the valuing of land and 
houses, ib. 1931. 

Inability of Mr. Greene to decide in cases of difference between valuators, though 

competent otherwise for the charge of the office in Dublin, Lynam 2454-2460 

Admission by Mr. Greene to witness in 1851 that he knew nothing about the valuation 
of land; doubt as to his having attained such knowledge in the meantime, ib. 2460- 
2471. 2513. 

Imputation made by witness previously to his dismissal, as regards Mr. Greene, to the 
effect that he was incompetent for the position of superintendent of the valuation, and 
that he made some illegal charges for travelling and hotel expenses ; witness contends that 
his statements were ou investigation fully proved, O’Reilly 2533-2541. 2627-2635.2729- 

2738 Admission by Sir R. Griffith as to Mr. Greene’s want of knowledge, ib. 2534. 

2743 Inaccuracy of a statement by Mr. Greene relative to his employment on the 

Boundary Survey, ib. 2617-2619. 

Testimony to the exceeding courtesy displayed by M r. Greene upon all occasions 
when witness has liaa dealings with the Valuation Office; desire aiso evinced by 

Mr. Greene to supply maps, tracings, &c. upon reasonable terms, Trench 4213 

Advantage in the head of the department being an administrator rather than a valuator, 
O'Brien 4670, 4671. 

Denial of Mr. O’Reilly’s statement that witness said Mr. Greene had no knowledge as 
a valuator ; witness said on the contrary that with himself as head of the office Mr. Greene 

was perfectly competent for his position, Sir R. Griffith 4849-4858. 4876-4883 

Experience of Mr. Greene as regards valuations furthi r adverted to ; frequent employ- 
ment of him as a check valuator before he was made superintendent, ib. 4855-4859. 

Evidence in further explanation of the extent of employment of Mr. Greene as check 
valuator, whilst he had also had experience in a private valuation before joining the 

valuation service. Sir R. Griffith 5021-5060 Further denial of Mr. O’Reilly’s 

assertion that witness said on one occasion that Mr. Greene was no valuer ; willingness 
of two of those present on the occasion to confirm witness’s denial, ib. 5061-5068. 5149- 

5158 Continued assistance rendered by witness, since bis retirement, to Mr. Greene, 

ib. 5179 

Total inaccuracy of a statement by Mr. O’Reilly that in 1857 Mr. Greene made a 
charge for attending certain appeals in the countiy whilst he remained at home all the 
time, Bolton 5329, 5330. 

Witness is aware of a meeting recently held in the office for the purpose of expressing 

confidence in Mr. Greene, Organ 5320-5327 Reference to several addresses presented 

to Mr. Greene and signed by the great majority of the officers of the department, expressing 
confidence in his administration, Duffy 5401-5404 

4. Suggestions for an amended Constitution of the Department : 

Decided objection lo the valuation being left under the present superintendence, the 
Commissioners hitherto having had no qualification as valuators, Lynam 2271 'Prac- 

tical attainments necessary in the members of a central Board of Supervision, Flynn 

2930. 2932, 2933 Opinion in favour of there being two Commissioners of valuation 

of different politics, one a Protestant the other a Roman Catholic, Hitchcock 4031. 4050. 
4089-4094. 4124. 4129, 4130. 

Changes suggested in the constitution of the valuation department, and in the appoint- 
ment of valuators, if a new valuation be carried out, O’Brien 45°3745 1 *• 458 1 -;4586. 

4637-4640.4667-4675 Contemplated joint action of the Valuation Commissioners 

and of the Poor Law Board, ib. 4506-4510. 4581. 4639, 4640 Explanation that 
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Constitution of Department— continued. 

4. Suggestions for an amended Constitution of the Department — continued, 
witness has no ground of complaint against the present Valuation Commissioner, but 
suggests that there be two or three heads instead of one, O'Brien 4638-4640. 4672. 4687- 
4690. 

Doubt as to the advantage of associating one or two other persons with the Valuation 
Commissioner in the matter of nominations or appointments ; the Chairman of ihe Board 
of Works would be the most fit person for the purpose, Sir R. Griffith 4908-4930. 
4963- 

See also Divisional Superintendents. Qualifications of Staff. Revisors and 
Revision. Valuators. 

Copies. Practice as to the copies made out when the revision in any county is completed ; 
belief that two copies are made yearly, and that there is a new copy for the office every 

third or fourth year, Greene 303-322 Moderate charge made by the office for copies 

of any valuation required by witness, Vernon 3002-3009 Considerable work of the 

office in making copies of the valuation for the treasurer and for each board of guardians, 
and in renewing the office copy, Hitchcock 3853-3857. 

Paper showing for each county the number of lines, including abstracts and indexes, and 
distinguishing between treasurer’s copies, union copies, office copies, and municipal 
copies, App. 240. 

Copying. Unsatisfactory result of an experimental employment of scriveners in copying, 
Greene 1289, 1290. 

Cork County. Computation that the valuation of the county of Cork is twenty-five per 

ceni. under that of Down or Antrim, Greene 598-602 Large quantity of grazing land 

as well as of tillage in the county of Cork, Sir R. Griffith 1651-1660 Allowance to 

be made for the heavy rates in Cork as compared with other counties, ib. 1666-1678 

Concurrence of witness in the calculation that twenty per cent, should be added to the 
valuation of Cork county, ib. 1679-1690. 

Explanatory statement as to the much greater relative cost of the revision of Cork than 

of Dublin, Perrin 3650-3672. 3679-3682 Statement as to witness having been 

employed in the county of Cork .in 1867, and as to his revision having been delayed for 
some time through an accident, Scanlan 3726-3738. 

Statement as to the revision of the valuation in the county of Cork costing more than 
the management of the seventeen unions in the county, O'Brien 4476-4488*. 

Proposed addition of 4s.inthepound to the present valuation of the county, App. 228. 242. 

Cost .- 

1 . Townland and Tenement Valuations. 

2 . Annual Revision. 

1 . Townland and Tenement Valuations. 

The whole cost of the townland valuation and tenement valuation was paid by the 

counties, Greene 26-35. 213-218 The total cost of the townland valuation was about 

1 60,000 Z., that is, for three provinces in which completed, Greene^. 71, 72; SirR. Griffith 

1369-1371 Total of 325,000/. as the cost of the tenement valuation, Greene 73, 74 

Average of 5 Id. or 6d. per acre as the cost of the tenement valuation, ib. 175. 

Conclusion that the tenement valuation was not extravagantly done, and that it could 

not have been completed for 120,000 l. less than it cost, Sir R. Griffith 1419-1422 

Increased cost of valuation in counties where it was necessary to employ surveyors to 
add the sub-divisions of tenements to the Ordnance map, ib. 1491-1493. 

Representations made by witness in 1858, but for which the counties would probably 
have been charged much more than half the cost of revision of the valuation, O'Reilly 

2 543~ 2 547 Belief as to the good return received for the expenditure on the townland 

and tenement valuations ; doubt, however, as to full value having been received if there 

has been an outlay of a million sterling. Trench 4235-4244. 4361-4364 Belief as to 

the small value received by the counties in return for the large expenditure in valuation 

and revision, O'Brien 4657-4666 Total of 600,000/. levied on the counties, Sir R 

Griffith 5244. 

2 . Annual Revision : 

Payment of the cost of revision by the counties until i860, when the Treasury under- 
took half the expense, Greene 24, 25. 213-218 Total of 24,500 1. a year as the cost of 

revision, ib. 219. 388-390 Comment upon the offer of Mr. O’Reilly or Mr. Lyuam to 

undertake the revision at a very reduced cost, ib. 768-771- Absence of any real check 

in the grand juries or boards of guardians upon the expense of local revision; difficulty 

in supplying data for such check, ib. 927-942 Statement in explanation of the annual 

revision having cost more than double what was estimated by witness, Sir R. Griffith 
1552-1559- 

362 L A 4. Great 
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Co ST — continued. 

2. Annual Revision — continued. 

Great want of a better check upon the cost of revision, it being very desirable to vest 

such check in the boards of guardians, Leahy 1807-1809 Further explanations and 

suggestions in regard to the proposed local check upon the expenses of revision, ib. 1837 
et seq. 

Opinion that the annual revision should not cost more than 8,000 Z., or one-third of the 

present cost, Lynam 2264-2267 Willingness of witness to undertake the revision of 

Galway, Roscommon, and Mayo, for 700 Z. a year, and to give security for the efficient 
discharge of the duty, ib. 2268—2270. 

Expediency of an effectual check upon the cost of revision, witness considering, how- 
ever, that the present charge upon the counties is not unreasonable, Vernon 2983-2993. 

3056, 3057 Means of reducing the cost of the office, Hitchcock 4029, 4030 

Approval of the counties and the Consolidated Fund sharing equally the cost of the 

revision of the valuation, Trench 4287, 4288. 431 7-4326 Comparative cost of the 

clerks of unions in Ireland and of the revision of the valuation ; inference as to the un- 
due cost of the latter, O'Brien 4476-4488. 4500-4502. 

Return showing in detail the expense of the annual revisions of the valuation for each 
county for the financial years 1867 and 1868, App. 226, 227. 

See also Accounts ( Apportionment of Charge). County Presentments. Local 
Revision New Valuation, 2. Roscommon. Salaries. Solicitor. 

County Cess. Approval of the landlord paying half the county cess, Trench 4197, 4198. 
4253-4262 Objection to the charge for lunatic asylums and infirmaries being trans- 
ferred to the poor rate, ib. 4370, 4371 Conclusions strongly in favour of a division of 

the county cess between landlord and tenant, O'Brien 4536-4545. 

County Presentments. Compulsion upon the counties to pay the expense of valuation with- 
out appeal, Greene 59-61. 793 Imperative character of the presentment for the 

county moiety of the expense of revision, Flynn 2787-2789. 

See also Accounts ( Apportionment of Charge). Cost. New Valuation, 2. 



D. 



Deductions ( Local Circumstances). Particulars relative to the practice during the valuation 
as to making deductions or additions on account of local circumstances ; that is as 
regards the part taken in the matter respectively by the superintendents in Dublin and 

by the valuators in the field, Duffy 1964 et seq. 2193-2219 Further statement as to 

the means of the staff’ in Dublin for calculating the allowance to be made for local cir- 
cumstances, ib. 2193-2202. 

Inability of the officers in Dublin to ascertain from the maps the locality of any deduc- 
tions, whilst these were often of considerable amount, Lynam 2258-2263 Inaccuracy 

consequent upon ibe allowances for local circumstances being sometimes calculated in 

the office in Dublin, O'Reilly 2578-2580 Deduction made partly in the office, and 

partly by the valuators, for local circumstances, Hitchcock 3790, 3791. 

See also Poor Rate. 

Disaffection of Staff. Doubt as to there having been any great disaffection among the 
staff employed under Sir R. Griffith, Greene 105, 106. 

See also Classification of Officers. Promotions. 

Dismissal of Officers.; 

1 . Generally. 

2. Mr. Lynam. 

3. Mr. O’Reilly. 

1. Generally: 

Very few persons dismissed from the Valuation Office for misconduct, though the 
office has been largely reduced through the completion of the valuation, Greene 661- 
664. 765, 766. 

Inaccuracy of a certain return from the Valuation Office purporting to set forth the 
names of all persons dispensed with or discontinued from 1850 to 1869; Lynam 2237, 
2238. 

Return of the persons dismissed (or discontinued) the service, from 1st January 1850 
to 1st January i86g, showing the mode of employment, salary, and cause of dismissal 
in each case, App. 229, 230. 
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Dismissal of Officers — continued. 

2. Mr. Lynam : 

Remarks relative to the dismissal of Mr. Lynam from the Valuation Office in 

1851, Greene 957-960 Dismissal of Mr. Lyuam from the Valuation Department, 

in consequence of his very inaccurate valuation of the Union of Killarney, Sir R. 

Griffith 1390-1396 Mr. Lynam did not do his work correctly, and witness hud to 

dismiss him in consequence, ib. 1393 Very imperfect valuation by Mr. Lynam further 

adverted to ; it was found necessary, in fact, to reject his valuation of Magunihy barony, 
ib. 1709, 1710. 

Strong complaint in regard to the statement by Sir Richard Griffith that witness was 
dismissed from the valuation service because of erroneous valuations and unsatisfactory 

execution of work, Lynam 2238 Witness submits to the Committee a large amount 

of correspondence which took place between himself and the guardians of the Killarney 
Union in 1852, and also between himself and Mr. Greene, in 1851, explanatory, in 
detail, of his valuation of the Barony of Magunihy, and of the discontinuance of his 

connection with the Valuation Department, ib. 2239-2244 In his correspondence, in 

1851 and 1852, and in his present evidence, witness contends that the valuation com- 
plained of was never completed, and he further submits that he was never dismissed at 

all, ib. 2244—2247 With regard to the efficiency of witness, as a surveyor and valuator, 

he hands in some letters from Sir R. Griffiths and others testifying to his competency, ib. 
2244. 

Statement in further support of the conclusion that witness was not dismissed for a 
bad valuation, the valuation in question never having been handed into the office in a 

finished state, Lynam 2273—2277. 2299-2302. 2421-2449. 2521, 2522 Examination 

relative to a letter from witness to Sir Richard Griffith in December 1851, to the effect 
that unless reinstated in the office he would give his assistance to appellants against the 
valuation; regret expressed in connection with this letter, ib. 2278-2284. 2295. 2336- 

2356. 2493-2503 Statement showing that in 1847 Sir R. Griffith had confidence in 

witness as a valuator, and that discrepancies between valuators were sure to occur, ib. 

2284—2287 Satisfaction given generally by witness’s valuations up to the time of his 

leaving the service, ib. 2293, 2294. 

Admission that witness was guilty of insubordination towards his superiors ; further 
examination hereon as to thejprecise circumstances under which his connection with the 
department was terminated, Lynam 2299. 2421-2449. 2476, 2477. 

Further examination and explanation iu detail relative to the circumstances attending 
the dismissal of Mr. Lynam, such dismissal having been due to insubordination, and not 
to bad valuations, Sir R. Griffiths 4974 et seq. 5148. 

3 . Mr. O'Reilly: 

Witness dismissed Mr. O’Reilly from the Valuation Department for making false 
statements, Sir R. Griffith 1389. 

Statement relative to the dismissal of witness from the Valuation Office in March 1857 
on the plea that he had made false statements, O'Reilly 2527-2532 Particulars rela- 

tive to some charges made by witness before his dismissal, including certain imputations 
against Mr. Greene ; witness contends that his statements were fully proved, ib. 2533- 

2541. 2627-2644 Receipt by witness of one month’s pay for loss of employment, 

after twenty years’ service, ib. 2542 Circumstance of witness having, since lie left the 

office, applied to Mr. Greene relative to an appointment for his son, but without success, 
ib. 2723-2728. 

Further statement relative to the charges made by witness against Mr. Greene and 
others, and alleged to have been established; letter hereon from Sir R. Griffith to wit- 
ness in March 1857, stating that the charges were proved to be unfounded, and dismiss- 
ing him from the service, O'Reilly 2729-2744. 2747 Suspension of witness in February 

1857, previously to his dismissal, ib. 2750, 2751. 

Statement showing the entire inaccuracy of a statement by Mr. O’Reilly, imputing 
improper practices to Mr. Greene in charging for attending appeals, Bolton 5329, 5330. 
Divisional Superintendents. System of departments into which the office is divided, there 
being a divisional superintendent for each department, and a general control being exer- 
cised by witness, Greene 851-863 Statement to the effect that notwithstanding the 

large reduction of staff, there is ample work for so many as six divisional superintendents, 
ib. 864-884. 

Total of six divisional superintendents, Duffy 1895 Control of witness over the 

officers in his division, subject to the direction of the Commissioner of Valuation, ib. 

i95i-i962 Considerable duties fulfilled by witness, as divisional- superintendent, 

during the period of the tenement valuation, ib. 1963-1968 Statement as to there 

being ample work for all the divisional superintendents, especially ; as they have no 
assistants; dissent hereon from a certain circular by Sir R* Griffith, in September 1 86 1, 
ib. 2133-2143. 

362 -I. B Very 
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Divisional Superintendents — continued. 

Very light duties discharged by the divisional superintendents of valuation, O'Reilly 

2616- Important duties performed by the divisional superintendents in connection with 

the tenement valuation, Hitchcock 3756-3759 Increase of superintendents at a time 

when there was no increase of work, ib. 4114-4123. 

Documentary Evidence. Explanation as to witness not having brought with him from 
Dublin all the documents and books required according to an order of the Committee, 
the chief clerk, acting on the order of the Commissioner, having declined to supply wit- 
ness with the documents in question, Hitchcock 3764-3767. 3997-4002. 4020-4027. 

Recent report in the office, that in view of the present inquiry a large quantity of 
official documents had been burned in the store-room ; nature of the grounds for such 
report, Hutchings 4834-4846. 

Witness, who is storekeeper in the Valuation Office, positively denies the accuracy 
of the insinuaiion that in view of the present inquiry there had been a great burning of 
papers in store, Organ 5298-5316. 5319- 

Donnelly, Patrick J. Probable explanation of an apparent inaccuracy in a return stating 
that Mr. Patrick Donnelly was one of the revisors employed in Roscommon in 1866, 
Duffy 2107-2114. 

Dublin City. Revision of the valuation of the City of Dublin adverted to ; absence of 

complaint, Greene 654-660. 679 Belief as to the valuation of the City of Dublin 

being low, Vernon 3094-3098* Conclusion that any complaints in i860 of political 

partiality in the revision of Dublin must have been entirely unfounded, Sir R. Griffith 
4924-49-27. 

Dublin County. Statement as to there having been a re-valuaiion of nearly the whole of 
Dublin county, in anticipation of the Act of Parliament, the cost having been charged on 

the county, Greene 338-347 Addition of 120,000 1. to the valuation of Dublin in 

respect of new buildings, ib. 456-458 Circumstance of the re-valuation of Dublin 

having been proceeded with without any official communication with the local authorities, 

ib. 931-934 Completion of the re -valuation, the grand jury having since paid the 

moiety of the cost, ib. 968-977 Reference had to a scale of agricultural prices in the 

late valuation of the county of Dublin, Sir R. Griffith 1560-1572. 1616-1618. 

Belief as to the re-valuation and the revision of Dublin county having been carried out 

by the same party, Duffy 2155-2158 Low valuation of house property in Dublin 

county with reference to the reut, Vernon 2963-2965. 

Re-valuation and revision by witness in 1867 of part of the county of Dublin, the same 
scale of prices having been followed by him as in his valuation of parts of Ulster, Thomp- 
son, 3176-3203 Explanations in connection with the employment of witness in the 

held and in the office respectively, during the year 1867, ib. 3288-3292. 3299.3368-3375. 

Proposed addition of 5s. in the pound to the present valuation of the county, App. 
228. 242. 

Dublin Exhibition. Statement as to the time of Mr. Hope having been charged to certain 
counties during six months, whilst he was engaged in the Dublin Exhibition, Hitchcock 
3900-3905. 3990-3996. 

Duffy, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is a divisional superintendent in the General 
Valuation Office : has been connected with the valuation for many years, 1891-1894 

• Total of six divisional superintendents, 1895 Details relative to the duties of 

■witness, and the checks provided in his department in reference to the work of revising 

the valuation, 1896-1900 System now adopted by which most of the revisors correct 

the books in the country and send them to the office in Dublin for comparison and exami- 
nation, 1897-1900. 

Insufficiency of the staff of the office when Mr. Kelly was superintendent, 1901-1903 
— - — Efficiency of Mr. Kelly adverted to in connection with his resignation ; hardship in 

his not having obtained a pension, 1903, 1904. 1912-1914 Very satisfactory progress 

of the work on the appointment of Mr. Greene as superintendent, 1904 'Statement 

as to the effect of the present classification of the staff as regards witness, and generally ; 
several officers in the second and third class, who should be in the first and second, 
respectively, but for the limit imposed, 190.5-1911. 1915, 1916. 

[Second Examination.] — Increased expense consequent upon the classification of the 

office, 1917, 1918 Comment upon the mode in which the copy of a manuscript letter 

of Mr. Greene, relative to extra work, has reached a certain member of the Com- 
mittee, 1920. 1923-1927 Continuance of Sir R. Griffith’s connection with the depart- 
ment by reason of his having charge of the boundary survey, 1928-1930 'Expediency 

of the person at the head of the Valuation Office possessing knowledge as to the valuing 
of land and houses, 1931. 

Concurrence in the view that the tenement valuation of Ireland should be raised to 

16,000,000 1. ; 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




DUFFY. 



11 



Report, 1869 — continued. 



Duffy, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

16,000,000 Z.; 1932,1933 Reduction formerly made in the valuation in consequence 

of the effect of the famine, 1934 Circumstance of the valuation of the northern 

counties being nearly up to the letting value, whilst Limerick, Roscommon, and other 

counties would bear a large increase, 1934-1940 Facility in making a re-valuation, 

owing to the annual revision, 1941-1943. 

Explanation relative to the former connection of witness with the boundary survey, and his 

qualificaiions for the valuation service, 1944-1950 Control of witness over the, officers 

in his division, subject to the direction of the Commissioner of Valuation, 1951-1962 

Considerable duties fulfilled by witness as divisional superintendent during the period 

of the tenement valuation, 1963-1968. 

Particulars relative to the practice during the valuation as to making deductions or 
additions on account of local circumstances ; that is, as regards the part taken in the 
matter respectively by the superintendents in Dublin and by the valuators in the field, 

1964 et seq. 2 193-22 19 Statement that, as a general rule, the valuators received a 

map, showing the boundaries before proceeding to value, 1988-199O Examination 

with reference to the book received by the tenement valuator when sent to value 
any district ; information already entered in the book at the office on various points, 
1991-2023. 

Circumstance of the townland valuation and the rent having been before the tenement 
valuator in many cases ; he was, however, instructed not to be influenced by the rents, 
2012-2023 Exceptional instances of the tenement valuators having found it neces- 

sary to divide the tenements into particular lots according to the distinctive qualities of 
the soil, 2024-2033. 

Issue of instructions to the revisors from time to time in connection with the practice 

as to applotments, &c., 2034-2040 Explanation that the applotments were formerly 

always checked in the office, but that since 1865 or 1866 this rule has been departed 
from without the knowledge of Mr. Greene, who has therefore issued fresh instructions 

on the subject, 2040-2057 Consideration of the means of information available in 

the office for the applotment of the valuation; admission as to the difficulty in certain 
cases, 2058-2086. 2159-2192. 

Facilities of the revisors in the country for makiug the applotment of the valuation 
in cases of subdivision of arms; difficulty as to the deduction in such cases if the 
applotment were made in the office, 2069-2086. 2159-2192 Practice as to the trans- 

mission of documents from the office to the revisors in connection with applotments, 
2070-2072. 2075, 2076. 

Explanation as to a certain return of the work of the revisors for 1868, including two 
months of a different year ; this does not affect the substantial accuracy of the return, 

2087-2096 Circumstance of Mr. W- Burke, who died late in 1867 or early in 

• 1868, being included in the return for 1868; 2097-2109 Probable explanation of an 

apparent inaccuracy in a return stating that Mr. Patrick Donnelly was one of the 
revisors employed iu Roscommon in 1866; 2107-2114. 

Dissatisfaction in the office upon the occasion of the classification in i860; 2115— 

2123 Explanation relative to the distribution of extra work by witness and the other 

heads of departments in 1862 ; fairness of such distribution, whilst there was an efficient 

check upon the quantity of work done and paid for, 2124-2132 Statement as to 

there being ample work for all the divisional superintendents, especially as they have no 
assistants ; dissent hereon from a certain circular of Sir R. Griffith in September 186.1 ; 
2 133-2 143- 

Information in connection with the number of changes in the county of Roscommon in 

the last three revisions; practice as to what constitutes a change, 2144-2154 Belief 

as to the re-valuation and the revision of Dublin county haviug been carried our by the 

same party, 2155-2158- Examination with reference to the information available 

through the townland valuation and the surveyors’ maps for the assistance of the 

tenement valuators, 2159-2192 Facility and economy through the areas being calculated 

in the office, instead of by the valuators, 2193. 

Further statement as to the means of the staff in Dublin, for calculating the allowance 
to be made for local circumstances, 2193—2202 Statement that the tenement valu- 

ation was a new valuation, rather than a correction of the townland valuation, 2220-2223 

Superannuation of Mr. Gaffney adverted to; he was not dismissed, 2224, 2225 

Explanation relative to an apparent inaccuracy in a return of the salaries of the officers in 
the B. division, 2225. 

[Third Examination.] — Very trifling character of some work done by Mr. Doheny in 
that portion of the Castlereagh Union in Mayo, and charged to Roscommon, 5363, 

5364 Explanation on the subject of a payment to Mr. Burke’s widow, in the financial 

year 1867-68, he having died on 8th April 1867 ; correction of former statement on this 
point, 5365-5378. 

362 — I. b 2 Particulars. 
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Duffy, Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence)— continued. 

Particulars relative to the former and present proportions between Roman 
Catholics and Protestants in the office ; conclusion that there is not the slightest 
around lor the imputation that the latter have been unduly favoured, 5379-5401 

Reference to several addresses presented to Mr. Greene and signed by the great 

majority of the officers of the department, expressing confidence in his administration, 
5401-5404. 



£. 

Employment of Staff. Ample work for the present staff of the office in connection with 

the revision, Greene 708, 709- 765 _ 759 Ample work for the staff during the period 

from 1844 to 1853, thougli no county was published in the interval, Sir R. Griffith 
1494-1497. 

Small portion of the total expense which should arise in respect of the clerks, Lynam 
2468 Radically wrong system upon which the valuation is conducted, it being expe- 

dient that the valuator in the field should be the principal man, and that his work should 
not be liable to be altered by the clerks in the office, ib. 

Circumstance of witness having been engaged every day in February and March 1854 

in making a plan of the town of Birr, Marquis Constant work of the clerks 

throughout the office hours, the general body of the officials being a very hard-working 

set of men, Hitchcock 3973-3989 Ample work for the clerks in witness’s division, 

Hitchings 4780-4786. 

See also Divisional Superintendents. Extra Work. Revisors and Revision. 

England and Wales. Superior principle of the valuation of Ireland as compared with that 

of England and Wales, Sir R. Griffith 1587-1589- Unsatisfactory result in Wales of 

basing the valuation on the rents, these being very irregular, ib. 1589. 

Examination of Valuators. Necessity of a competitive examination on the appointment of 

any new valuators, Greene 697 Former hands would probably be re-appointed without 

a competitive examination, ib. Opinion that there should be a competitive examina- 

tion before the appointment of new officers, or the re-appointment of the present staff, in 
the event of a new valuation being earned out, O’Brien 4510. 4667-4669. 

See also Valuators. 

Exemption from Rates. Exemption of over 350,000 Z.-worth of property from assessment; 
classes of property comprised in such exemption, Greene 481, 482 Frequent diffi- 

culty upon the question of exemption, it being very desirable that the whole question 
should be reconsidered, ib. 483-487. 

Frequent appeals before witness upon the question of rating schools, land, 8tc., used for 
charitable purposes; expediency of definite legislation on this point, Leahy 1801. l8o5> 
1806. 1866, 1867 Question further considered as to the expediency of increased ex- 

emption of charitable and religious institutions from valuation and from rating, ib. 1877, 
1878. 1884-1890. 

Statement showing the necessity of further provisions on the subject of exemption of 
property from taxation ; amendments contemplated, App. 242, 243. 

Extra Work. Explanation relative to the adoption of task-work or extra work in the Valua- 
tion Office; increased expenditure necessarily involved, Greene 107-110 Evidence 

with further reference to the practice of task-work or extra work, and the regulations 

issued on the subject, ib. 1020-1041 Statement showing that in 1862 fault was found 

with the distribution of the extra work by the first-class assistants, ib. 1024-1028 

Order issued in 1861 requiring task-work to be executed by the assistants away 

from the office, ib. I029-1034. 

Comment upon the mode in which the copy of a manuscript letter of*Mr. Greene, rela- 
tive to extra work, has reached a certain member of the Committee, Duffy 1920. 1923- 

1927 Explanation relative to the distribution of extra work by witness and the other 

heads ol departments in 1862 ; fairness of such distribution, whilst there was an efficient 

check upon the quantity of work done and paid for, ib. 2124-2132 Satisfaction given 

in the office by a certain circular bn the subject of the distribution of extra work, Hitch- 
cock 3950-3957 Arrangement adopted in the office in 1864, for obviating the system 

of overtime work. Sir R. Griffith 5208-5210. 

Evictions. Practice generally of the landlords in Ireland not to dispossess their tenants , 
evictions are exceptions to the rule, Sir R. Griffith 1727-1729. 1782-1786. 
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Famine ■ Reduction formerly made in the valuation, in consequence of the effect of the 
famine, Duffy 1934. 

Field Work. See Employment of Officers. Revisors and Revision, 2. 

Flynn, Michael. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is in the office of the treasurer of the county 
of Roscommon, and is clerk of Strokestown Union; has had frequent communication 

with the valuation officers, 2760-2765 Average of about 400 1. a year as the moiety 

paid by Roscommon for the annual revision of the valuation, 2766-2770 Data for the 

calculation that the whole work might be done by one competent revisor for 200 1. a year ; 
statement hereon as to the number of annual changes requiring correction, 2771-2786. 
2790. 2810-2828. 2839-2854. 2937-2939 -Estimate of 10 1. a year as sufficient remu- 

neration for making the changes in the books, 2775-2781. 2889-2891. 

Imperative character of the presentment for the county moiety of the expense of revi- 
sion, 2787-2789 Doubt whether one revisor could undertake the counties of Mayo, 

Galway, and Roscommon, 2791-2793 Conclusion as to a new valuation being abso- 

lutely necessary, the existing valuation not being relative as between different classes of 

land, 2794-2804. 2895. 2920. 2925. 2931 Fair and equitable character of the valuation 

of the same classes of land, 2794. 2804. 2870, 2871 Advantage of conducting the 

revision in the summer months, or rather in the period from March to November, after 
the rates are struck and collected, 2799. 2829-2832. 2910-2919— —Expediency of the 
cost of a new valuation being partly borne by the Treasury, 2805-2809. 

Limited work for the revisor in reference to the subdivision or consolidation of tene- 
ments, 2833-2838 Limited information in the lists furnished by the clerks of unions 

to the Valuation Office, 2839-2842. 2934,2935 Question whether witness’s calcula- 

tions as to the changes of name, area, &.C., are not very inaccurate if applied to an average 

of years, 2843-2846 Expediency of the revisors being well paid, and being subject 

to some central supervision, 2850-2854. 2929, 2930. 2940-2944 Necessity of a central 

office for the charge of maps, plans, &c., 2855-2867. 

Facilities derived by the revisors from the rate collectors in the different unions, 2877- 

2879. 2892-2894. 2936 Doubt whether the annual revision of Strokestown Union 

occupies more than a fortnight, 2880 Necessity of the revisor going over the land in 

order to see what houses or buildings have been pulled down, or have fallen in ; large 
number of such houses, 2881-2886. 2952, 2953 Practice as to the making of altera- 

tions by the revisor in his book, a transcript being subsequently made in Dublin, 2887, 
2888. 

Explanation of the data by which witness would be guided in making a valuation of 

any county, 2895-2909 Disapproval of revisors locally appointed, 2925, 2926. 2940- 

2944. 2948-2951 Practical attainments necessary in the members of a central board 

of supervision, 2930. 2932, 2933 Small expense necessary for the central supervision 

contemplated by witness, if there were competent revisors in the country, 2944-2947. 

Franchise. Importance of the valuation as the basis of the franchise, Greene 383. 642-649 

Statement showing that under central revision the valuation has not been free from 

political abuse, O'Reilly 2594-2603— —Instances of complaint that the franchise has 

been improperly influenced by the revisors, Hitchcock 4050-4056 Payment made out 

of the rates in Ireland in respect of the Parliamentary revision for the franchise, O'Brien 

4532-4535 Strict supervision always exercised in order to prevent the valuation 

being influenced by the franchise ; instant dismissal sure to follow if any officer acted 
partially for this purpose, Bolton 5354-5356- 
See also Dublin City. Hurford, James T. 



G. 



Gaffney , Mr. Superannuation of Mr. Gaffney adverted to ; he was not dismissed, Duffy 
2224, 2225. 

Galway County, Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 4 s. in the 
pound, App. 228. 242. 

Geological Map of Ireland. Explanation relative to the construction many years ago of 
the geological map of Ireland, the cost of which may be said to have fallen wholly on the 

Treasury, Sir R. Griffith 1335-1338. 1444-1451 Further statement as to the counties 

having only to a small extent contributed to the cost of forming the geological map of 
Ireland prepared by witness, ib. 1452-1459. 

362—I. b 3 
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Geological Map of Ireland — continued. 

Employment of witness and several others at Sir Richard Griffith’s private office for 
some years subsequently to 1853, in colouring geological maps and making tracings, the 

work not being all required for valuation purposes, Marquis 3384-3400. 3441 et seq. 

Supervision of Mr. Byron over witness when at Sir R. Griffith’s private office, ib. 3401- 
34°3- 

Grand Jury. Entire inadequacy of the so-called check upon the revision expenses 
through means of the grand jury, Leahy 1807, 1808. 

Grazing Land. Very few complaints as to grass land not having been valued sufficiently 
high, Greene 78, 79. 181, 182. 191-196. 391 Consideration of the grounds for con- 

cluding that at present grazing lands should be valued move highly than tillage lands, 

Sir R. Griffith 1637-1650 The rich grazing lands are valued much lower than they 

ought to be, as compared with the poor tillage lands, Flynn 2^5. 2907. 2931 Higher 

valuation required as regards the best grazing lands, rather than as regards tillage lands, 
Vernon 3107-3118. 

Greene, John Ball. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is a Civil Engineer, and is President of 

the Institution of Civil Engineers in Ireland, 1 Was Superintendent of the General 

Valuation of Ireland from 1850 to 1868; has recently been appointed Commissioner, 
3-6. 9 1. 

Inability of witness to supply any detailed information in connection with the town- 
land valuation of Ireland ; this valuation was commenced about the year 1826, and was 

completed for only three provinces, 7-24. 36-41. 55-70. ill Nor can witness give 

any evidence on the subject of the preliminary valuation which preceded the townland 
valuation, 8-13. 

Constitution of the present Commission under the Acts 15 & 16 Viet. c. 63, and 23 

Viet. c. 4 ; 14- Appointment by the Lord Lieutenant of Sir Richard Griffith as the First 

Commissioner, 16-18. 44, 45 Appointment of the staff by Sir Richard Griffith until 

1 860, when the appointments were placed under the Treasury; qualifications required, 

there having been no competitive examinations before that year, 19-24. 46-50 Payment 

by the Treasury since i860 of half the cost of the revision of the valuation, whilst the 
whole cost of the townland valuation and tenement valuation was paid by the counties, 
24-35. 213-218. 

Belief that the cost of the townland valuation was 160,000 l. s 43. 71, 72 Statement 

of the practice in connection with appeals in the case of the tenement valuation, 52-54. 
64-67 Belief as to the grand jury having had no power of appeal, and as to the pre- 

sentments upon the counties having been imperative, 56-61. 

Total of 325,000 1. as the cost of the tenement valuation, 73, 74 Statement as to 

the tenement valuation having been based upon a scale of prices of agricultural produce, 
these having been at the time much lower than they now are, 75—77 Very few com- 

plaints as to grass laud not having been valued sufficiently high, 78, 79. 181, 182. 191- 
J 96- 39 1 Preparation by Sir R. Griffith of the code of instructions under which the 
staff acted, 80, 81. 

Limit of the salaries to 1 /. a day, many of the staff having entered at 5 s. a day, 82. 
88—90 Almost daily attendance ot Sir R. Griffith at the Valuation Office, whilst 

witness was superintendent, 91-94 Statement of the professional experience of 

witness, and of his qualifications for the conduct of the valuation of Ireland, 95-99— — 
Almost exclusive devotion of witness’s time to the duties of the valuation, 100-103 — — 
Honorary office at one time filled by witness as Commissioner of Bray Commons, 101. 

Doubt as to there having been any great disaffection among the staff employed under 

Sir R. Griffith, 105, 106 Explanation relative to the adoption of task work or extra 

work in the office ; increased expenditure necessarily involved, 107—110 Commence- 

ment of the tenement valuation before witness joined the office in 1850; belief that at 

this period no county had been fully published, 112-133 Practice for a short time as 

to the publication of the tenement valuation in baronies, the system of publishing in 
unions having commenced in 1853 5 115-124. 141. 

Want of uniformity in the valuation of different counties owing to the requirement in 

Hie Act as to the deduction of rates and taxes, these varying greatly, 134-140 

Revision and republication of those portions of the counties that were at first published 

m baronies, 141—144 Conclusion as to the valuation having from the first been carried 

out under instructions, though some counties were published before the date of issue of 
the book of instructions* 145-165. 

Statement to the effect that the townland valuation was of little use in the carrying 

out of the tenement valuation, or in keeping down the expense, 166-180 Average of 

5l L or 6rf. per acre as the cost of the tenement valuation, 175 Principle of valua- 

tion land down respectively by the Act of 1826, and the Act 15 & 16 Viet., 181, 182 
Difficulty experienced as regards the deduction of rates and taxes ; numerous 
appeals on the subject in the county of Tipperary, 183, 184. 

Importance 
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Greene, John Ball. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

Importance of a new valuation of the south and west of Ireland, there being a want of 
uniformity between the present valuation of those districts and of the north of Ireland, 
owing chiefly to the different state of cultivation and the difference as to rates and taxes, 
18/5-198. 349-362 Conclusion as to the want of a new valuation, even if the differ- 
ence was confined to the matter of rates and taxes, 199-an Remarkable uniformity 

of the valuation as a rateable valuation, 211. 

Commencement of the revision of the valuation the year after the first issue of the 

valuation, 212 Payment of the cost of revision by the counties until i860, when the 

Treasury undertook half the expense, 213-218 Total of 24,500 l. a-year as the cost of 

revision, 219. 388-390 Object of the revision to record the changes of occupiers, and 

of lessors, and the changes caused by consolidation or division of farms, 220-226. 251- 

253 Non-interference with the total value as originally settled, this remaining 

unaltered for fourteen years, 225-227. 

Strong objection to a system of local revisors, unchecked by a central office; great 

inaccuracy sure to result, 228. 240, 241. 254-274- Explanation relative to the rules 

and practice of the office as to the work to be done in the countiy by the revisors, and as 
to the calculations, in completion of such work, being made and checked in Dublin, 229— 
250. 

Statement as to witness’s salaiy being now 900 l., his salary as superintendent having 

been 450 1 . ; 275-283 Payment formerly of the solicitor by fees, whereas he is now 

paid by a fixed salary of 300 1. a year ; economy by the latter arrangement, 284-296 

Inability of witness to supply information or accounts as to the cost of the townland 

valuation for each barony, 297-302 Practice as to the copies made out when the 

revision in any county is completed ; belief that two copies are made yearly, and that 

there is a new copy for the office every third or fourth year, 303-322 Renewal of the 

maps about once in five years, 323. 

Explanation with further reference to the part taken by witness whilst superintendent 

of the valuation, in connection with the reclamation of Bray Commons, 324-337 

Statement as to iliere having been a re-valuation of nearly the whole of Dublin county, in 
anticipation of the Act of Parliament, the cost having been charged on the county, 338- 

347 No county has ever been made to pay for work done in other counties, 348. 

Final character of the appeal from the valuation to the quarter sessions, except in 

certain cases, 363-367 Particulars relative to the number and character of appeals 

from the valuation and from the revision; rare success of the appeals, 368-382 very 

few’ appeals in late years, the department having gradually grown in the public confi- 
dence, 374-376. 387 Statement showing the principal uses to which the general 

valuation of Ireland is applied, it being the basis not only for all Imperial and local taxa- 
tion, but for the elective franchise, 383-386. 447, 448. 456. 

Information relative to the qualifications of the men employed on the townland and 

tenement valuations; their fitness for the work, 392-399. 422-424 Much higher 

valuation of Ulster than of the south, the effect being that, as regards Imperial taxation, 

the north is more heavily burdened, 394, 395. 405-421 Due consideration of the 

varying character of the soil, and of all local circumstances, in determining the valuation, 

396-404 Further explanation on the subjectof the higher valuation of the north than the 

south, 405-436 Success of a recent appeal from the valuation in the case of London- 

derry Bridge, 437-440. 

Use invariably made of the Valuation Office, as regards all sales in the Landed Estates 
Court, 441-446 Opinion that there should be a new revision every fourteen or six- 
teen years, 447, 448 Doubt as to its being the practice in the north for landlords to 

pay income tax on the rental instead of the valuation, 449-451 Loss of Imperial taxa- 
tion through the valuation in the south being much below the rent, 452-455 Increas- 

ing irregularity of the valuation from year to year, on account of the increase of buildings, 

the opening of local railways, and other causes, 457-463 Larger proportionate 

expense of valuing mountain land than grass land, 464-467. 

Statement of the various modes and principles of valuation laid down by the several 

Acts, commencing with the Act 6 & 7 Geo. 4, c. 62 ; 468-473 Provision in the Act 

17 Viet. c. 8, for the entire re-valuation of certain classes of property; irregularity com- 
plained of by railway companies on this score, 474-478 Proposition in the Bill of 

1866, for reducing the system of valuation to a uniform scale, and for applying the prin- 
ciple of the letting value to all classes of property, 479, 480. 

[Second Examination.]— Exemption of over 350,000 /. worth of property from assess- 
ment; classes of property comprised in such exemption, 481, 482 Frequent difficulty 

upon the question of exemption, it being very desirable that the whole question should be 

re-considered, 483-487 Return handed in, showing the counties which require to be 

re-valued, and estimating the addition necessary, in order to bring them to a uniform rate 

1^!; J* 1 ® aort k ^ re * an ^> 49°; 49 1 Great increase of agricultural prices beyond those 

laid down in the Act of Parliament, some provision being necessary for revising the price 
362—I. b 4 at 
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at intervals, as a basis of valuation, 493“499 Approval of the letting value as a basis, 

496. 

Calculation that, in three years, Leinster, Munster, and Connaught could be re-valued, 

and that the cost would not exceed 50,000?. ; 498-507. 549~559 Statement showing 

the detailed steps taken in. order to keep the valuation as complete as possible, the maps 
undergoing constant revision, and all changes of boundaries being duly recorded, 508- 

520. 710-712 Practice as to the supply of tracings. See. to the public at a small 

charge, the amount received in the office from this source being about 500 l. a year, 521— 
528 Varying labour of revising and correcting the maps in different counties, 529- 

53 Advantage of a central establishment, and of the facilities thus afforded for employing 

competent persons in checking the valuation when questions arise, 53 2 “537 Revision. 

and reduction of the establishment from time to time, the last revision having been in- 

1865, at the direct instance of the Treasury, 538-548 Considerable duties of the 

revisions in addition to attending to the changes comprised in the returns made to the- 
office by the clerks of the unions, 561-568. 

Further statement as to the necessity of a re-valuation on the ground of the large 
increase in the prices of agricultural produce ; reference more especially to the price of 

butter, 569-582 Examination with further reference to the higher valuation in the 

north than in the south, and to the several matters taken into consideration in each case,. 

583-641 Computation that the county of Cork is 25 percent, under Down or Antrim, 

598-602 Importance of the valuation as a basis for the franchise, 642-649. 

Explanation as to witness’s salary having been 450?. a year before he became Com- 
missioner, 650-953 Revision of the valuation of the city of Dublin adverted to;. 

absence of complaint, 654-660. 679 Very few persons dismissed from the Valuation. 

Office for misconduct, though the office has been largely reduced through the completion 

of the valuation, 661-664. 765, 766 Adoption of a Treasury classification in the 

office, witness having been consulted on the subject, 665-667- 

Similar valuation for the poor law and the county cess since the Act 15 & 16 Viet., 

680 6S1 Explanation relative to the proposal to increase the valuation of the county 

of Clare by an average of 4 s. in the pound, 682-696 Necessity of a competitive- 

examination on the appointment of any new valuators, 697 Due inquiriy and check 

when valuators were appointed by Sir Richard Griffith, 698. 738—740. 889 Practice 
of re-appointing old hands when vacancies occur, 699“7 01, 7®5“7^7 - 

Opinion that the valuation was, on the whole, about one-fourth under the letting value,. 

702 Increase of valuation in respect of new houses or buildings, but not in respect 

of fences, 705-707 Ample work for the present staff of the office in connection 

with the ’revision, 708, 709. 755-759 Further statement as to the great public 

usefulness of the valuation and of the maps in various ways, and as to the public 
confidence in the office, 713-729 Evidence in further disapproval of the appointment 



of local revisors, 720. 723-725. 732-735. 

Effectual check upon the revisors, there being but few complaints against them, 

730, 731 Explanation as to some of the valuers being competent for the valuation 

only of particular kinds of land, 736-742 Salary of witness as Commissioner further 

adverted to, 743-747 With regard to the appointment of witness as superintendent of 

the valuation, he is not aware of any jealousy in the office on the subject, and he 
worked hard for his promotion, 748-754. 

Reference to the proposed addition of 5s. in the pound to the valuation of 
Roscommon ; doubt as to the letting value being uuder the valuation, 760-704—— 
Comment on the offer of Mr. O’Reilly or Mr. Lynam to undertake the revision at a 

very reduced cost, 768-771 Dismissal of Mr. Lynam in 1851 ; 771 — —Satisfactory 

explanation to be given for the provision of a room at the Valuation Office tor e 
solicitor, 772-775 Denial that the solicitor has been taken into the country when- 
ever paltry disputes have arisen, 776-779 Explanation that the solicitor has only 

300 l. a year, without any allowance for clerks or office expenses, 780—784. 

Provisions of the Act 23 Viet. c. 4, ns to the increase or diminution of the establish- 
ment and of the salaries ; action of the Treasury in the matter on the recommeuda on 

of witness, 785, 786 Further statement that for 50,000 1 . three-fourths of Ireland may 

be re-valued, 787-790 Complaints from Roscommon and Mayo, but not from any 

other counties, as to the expense of the valuation, 791, 792 Compulsion upon 

counties to pay the expense without appeal, 793. 

Resolutions passed by the grand jury of Roscommon at the last assizes in str °“§ 
disapproval of the mode of conducting the revision of the valuation in tha cou ‘' ’ 
comment upon these resolutions as of a very sweeping and personal character, no 
grand iury in Ireland having followed the same course, 794-801. 815 -“P 

in connection with a letter from the Valuation Office about two years ago, * orwar( j e £ 
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Greene, John Ball. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 
forwarded to the grand jury of Roscommon, and which related to a former resolution by 
the st and jury complaining of the expense of the annual revision, 802-815. 

Examination upon the subject of certain returns not having been furnished by the 
Valuation Office to the Committee in accordance with their order; obstacle to supplying 

the precise information asked for, 816-850 Necessity of examining more than 4,000 

field books, which are now in store, in order to show when the tenement valuation was 
completed in the different baronies, 846-850. 

System of departments into which the office is divided, there being a divisional super- 
intendent for each department, ami a general control being exercised by witness, 851- 

863 Varied duties discharged by witness, 856 Statement to the effect that 

notwithstanding the large reduction of staffs there is ample work for so many as six 
divisional superintendents, 864-884. 

Particulars relative to the instructions under which the tenement valuators formerly 
acted, and the system of check lor ensuring that the duty of valuation was efficiently per- 
formed, 885-926 Way in which the townland valuation served as 0. check upon the 

tenement- valuation, 924-926 Absence of any real check in the grand juries or boards 

of guardians upon the expense of local revision ; difficulty in supplying data for such 

check, 927-942 Circumstance of the revaluation of Dublin having been proceeded 

with without any official communication with the local authorities, 93I-Q34 Varying 

salaiies of the revisors and other officers engaged on different counties, 943~95° 

Probable cause of an apparent discrepancy between the salaries of the officers employed 
in certain counties, and the amount paid by the counties, 951-955. 

[Third Examination.] — Dismissal of Mr. Lynam from the. valuation office further 

adverted to, 957-960 Further explanation on the subject of apparent discrepancies 

between the amount paid by certain counties and the amount paid by the office in salaries, 

961-968. 976-984 Completion of the revaluation of Dublin, the grand juries having 

since paid their moiety of the cost, 968-975 Fixed allowance ol'ss. a day for the 

hotel expenses of the revisors when in the field, 985-989 Explanation as to the 

curtailment of the hotel expenses allowed to Mr. Scanlan when revising in Cork, 990, 

99>- 

Further objection to a system of local revision, without tile work being checked in 

the office; failure of an experiment in this direction, 992-1003 Qualifications now 

required for valuers, according to a certain circular, dated 1st January 1S68 ; this circular, 
however, has never been applied to valuers, 1004-1015 Lower educational qualifica- 
tions necessary in the valuers than the clerks, 1016-1019 Evidence with further 

reference to the practice of taskwork or extra work, and the regulations issued on the 
subject, 1020-1041. 

Exceptional instances of applications for a re-valuation, 1042-1052 Examination 

as regards the valuation of Ulster, to the effect that it is not a low valuation, and is, as 

nearly as possible, in accordance with the scale prescribed by the Act, 1053-1073 

Further explanations in connection with the instructions under which the tenement 
. valuation was in the first instance directed to be carried out, 1077-1092. 

Mention of the valuators whom witness would select as most competent to carry out 
the proposed re-valuation ; some extra hands, formerly employed, would also be re- 
engaged, 1063-1098. 1110-1117 Details as t.o the proposed mode of carrying out the 

valuation, concurrently with the annual revision; additional superintendents would not 

be required, 1099-1119 Way in which the letting value should be arrived at as the 

basis of the new valuation, 1120-1124. 

Explanations with further reference to the course formerly pursued as regards deduction 

of poor rate and county cess before arriving at the valuation, 1125-1147 Exceptional 

instances of the valuation of particular unions having been issued for rating purposes 

before the completion of the counties, 1150-1152 Belief as to the inaccuracy of a 

statement that the total cost of revising Castiereagh Union, which is partly iu Mayo, 
was charged to Roscommon, 4153-1163. 

Further reference to the system of check valuers adopted by Sir Richard Griffith, in order 
to prevent inaccuracy in the second-class valuers, 1 164—1 166 Date of witness’s sugges- 

tions for a revaluation adverted to in connection with the Bill introduced in 1866 ; 1 167— 

1 174 Examination in further detail relative to the valuation of Ulster, and the former 

and present prices of agricultural produce and of labour in the north and elsewhere, 

1175, et seq. Considerable expense incurred in connection with the numerous appeals 

in Tipperary, 1193-1195. 1265-1270. 

Impression as to prices having been higher in the years 1862-64 than in the years 

i853-55; probable inaccuracy of this conclusion, 1198-1206. 1229-1235 Opinion as 

to the valuation of Westmeath requiring correction in the way of increase rather than of 

diminution, 1204-1208.1251-1258 Explanation as to tenant right not having been 

taken into consideration in the valuation of the north, 1213-1217. 1280—1288. 

362 — I. C Impracticability 
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Impracticability of disturbing the valuation for the first 14 years, though the prices of 
butter and other produce may greatly vary, 1236-1245- — Expediency of a re-valuation 

adverted to in connection with imperial and local taxation, 1249, 1250. 1271,1272 

With regard to a certain return of the persons employed in the Valuation Office since 
1850, this was prepared by witness’s direction, 1259-1264. 

Care taken to employ in different counties valua-ors most competent to value the soil 

in such counties, 1273-1279 Unsatisfactory result of an experimental employment of 

scriveners in copying, 1289, 1290 Further statement as to new maps being required 

on an average every four years or so, 1291-1302 Further explanation relative to the 

experience of witness in the office before his appointment as superintendent of the valu- 
ation, 1303-1311. 

Greene, Mr. See Accounts ( Apportionment of Charge). Constitution of Department, 3. 

Private Work. Promotions. Salaries. 

Griffith, Sir Richard, Bart. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Was Commissioner of the 
General Valuation of Ireland from 1830 till October last, when he resigned, and was 

succeeded by Mr. Greene, 1312-1316 Has held various public appointments before, 

and since be joined the Valuation Office, for some only of which did he receive any 
salary, whilst he always devoted ample lime to his duties as Valuation Commissioner, 

1317-1324. 1337-1351. 

Conduct by witness of the boundary survey of Ireland, which was commenced in 1825 
and comph ted in 1846, the whole cost having been borne by the Treasury, and the 
office of boundary surveyor being still held by witness, but without salary, 1317-1319. 

1352-1368 Salary of only 500 l. a year received by witness for the general valuation 

whilst he was also at the Board of Public Works ; due attendance given by him at each 
department, 1322-1324. 1348-1 35I. 

Particulars relative 10 the course pursued by witness in the appointment of valuators 
down to the year 1852, when the office was placed under the Treasury, formation of a 
school of valuation under his personal examination and with excellent results. 1323. 1325- 

1339 Payment by the Treasury of the cost of the school of valuation, which was about 

500/., 1335, 1336 Explanation relative to the construction many years ago of the 

geological map of Ireland, the cost of which may be said to have fallen wholly on the 
Treasury, 1335-1338. 1444-1451. 

Total of about 160,000 1. paid by the counties for the townland valuation, only three" 

fourths of which were completed, 1369-1371 Statement relative to the mode in which 

the cost of the townland valuation was levied on the counties, there having been but one 

or two remonstrances by counties against the cost, 1372-1384 System of inquiry into 

the accuracy of the tenement valuation by means of committees of appeal for the 

several baronies and for each county, 1381. 1402-1414 Explanation in connection 

with the large charge paid by Roscommon in respect of the valuation, and of its 
subsequent revision, 1383-1388. 

Dismissal of Mr. O’Reilly from the Valuation Office for making false statements, 1389 

Dismissal of Mr. Lynam in consequence of his very inaccurate valuation of the 

union of Kiliarney, 1390-1396 Responsibility of witness for the accuracy and economy 

of the tenement valuation, 1397-1400 Belief that a new valuation of Ireland could 

not be completed in less than three or four years, 1416-1418 Conclusion that the 

tenement valuation was not extravagantly done, and that it could not have been com- 
pleted for 120,000/. less than it cost, 1419-1422. 

Satisfactory qualifications of the present officers of the department, the superintendent 

being, however, the best authority on this point, 1423-1426. 1436-1438 Explanation 

in regard to the accountant’s office being in witness’s house, for which he received 100/. 
a year, 1427-1436. 1439-1443. 

[Second Examination.]- — Further statement as to the counties having only to a small 
extent contributed to the cost of forming the geological map of Ireland prepared by 

witness, 1452-1459 Qualifications of the present revising staff further adverted to, 

1460 Experience of Mr. Greene as a valuer, but for which witness would not have 

appointed him, 1461 Explanation in regard to a messenger attached to the Valuation 

Office having for some time acted also as witness’s servant, 1467-1470. 

Particulars with further reference to the various appointments held by witness in Ire" 
land, for several of which he received no salary, whilst his largest remuneration at any 
time was only 1,500 1. a year, 1471-1478 — - — Commencement of the tenement valuation 
in the counties of Londonderry and Antrim, a scale ot prices having then been adopted 

for the valuation generally, 1479-1487 Reduction of the counties first valued to the 

same scale as that adopted under the Act 15 & 16 Viet., 1485-1490. 1732-1737 

Adoption throughout of the principle of valuation according to a scale of prices as con- 
tained in the Act, 1490. 1498-1507. 

Accuracy and economy consequent on the adoption of the system of check valuations, 

149°' 
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] 4 q 0 Increased cost of valuation in counties where it was necessary to employ sur- 
veyors to add the subdivisions of tenements to the Ordnance map, 1491-1493 Ample 

work for the staff during the period from 1844 to 1853, though no county was published 
in this interval, 1494-1497. 

Great improvement in agriculture generally since the valuation was commenced, the 
improvement having been greater in the north than in the south, 1503-1515— Object 
of witness from the first to make the valuation uniform, 1503-1506. 1526 Obstacle to 
uniformity on account of the great change in the scale of taxes, 1505, 1506. 1619-1025 

Much oreater economy with which a new tenement valuation may now be made 

than after the former townland valuation, 1516, 1517 Check supplied by the town- 

land valuation in making the tenement valuation, 1518-1526. 

Explanation of the course pursued, in regard to the deduction of poor rates and county 
ce^s in carrving out the valuation ; such deduction having been based on an average of 

years, 1527-1538. 1613-1615. 1619-1626. 1666-1672. Concurrence m 

the view that a new valuation may be obtained for 50,000 l . : examination hereon as to 
the staff required, and as to the. valuators available, 1539-' 5-5 1 • \749- 1 753 Statement 
in explanation of the annual revision having cost more than double what was estimated by 
witness, 1552-1559 Reference had to a scale of agricultural prices in the hue valua- 

tion of the county of Dublin, 1560-1572. 1616—1618. 

Causes of the higher valuation of the north than of the south ; witness contending that 
this was chiefly owing to the great improvement of agriculture in the north, i573~ 1 577- 
1500 etseq Varving practice in letting lands in Ireland, the large proprietors gene- 

ral Iv Win"' at low rents, but rents generally having been raised, 1578-1583. 1608-1612. 

1607-1630! 1661-1665 Large capital employed by farmers 111 England and 

Scotland, the rents and profits being much larger than in Ireland ; statement hereon 
as to the relative advantage of large and small farms, 1584-1586. 1631-1630. 1691- 
1702. 

Superior principle of the valuation of Ireland as compared with that of England 

and Wales, 1587-1589 Similar principle followed throughout Ireland m the valuation 

of houses or cottages, there being a guiding scale of prices, 1603-1605 almost in- 

variable approval given to the valuation, witness having heard of only two complaints 

from counties, 1606, 1607 Tendency to improved cultivation where the landlords are 

resident, 1618. 1720-1723. 

Consideration of the grounds for concluding that at present grazing lands should be 

valued more highly than tillage lands, 1637-1650 Large quantity of grazing land as 

well as of tillage in the county of Cork, 1651-1660 —Allowance to be made lor the 
heavy rates in Cork as compared with other counties, 1666-1678 Concurrence of 
witness in the calculation that 20 per cent, should be added to the valuation of Cork, 
1679-1690. 

Valuation of mountain lands according to the quantity of cattle they will feed, 1703- 

iyo8 Very imperfect valuation by Mr. Lynam further adverted to, 1709, 1710 

Belief as to Ulster having been valued very high, though flax has since doubled in value, 

1711-1716 Conclusion as to the mountain districts in Kerry being at a very low 

valuation, 17 1 7-171 9 Unduly high rent of small holdings, owing to the undue com- 
petition for them, 1724, 1725 Opinion as to the fairness of the proposed increase of 

5 s. in the pound to the valuation of Roscommon, 1726. 1 77° * 773 'Practice gene- 
rally of the landlords not to dispossess their tenants, 1727-1729. 1782-1786 Deduc- 

tion of the roads in arriving at the valuation, 173°- 

Power of nomination and of recommendation for promotion still enjoyed by the Com- 
missioner of Valuation, the approval of the Treasury being necessary in each case, as 

well as an examination before appointment, 1738-1 74^ Retirement of Mr. Keily 

adverted to; valuable character of his services, 1754-1758 — -Due reference to be had 
to the question of rates and taxes in carrying out a re-valuation of any county, 1761- 
1773 Explanation in connection with the services and the retirement of Mr. Mont- 
gomery, who was a valuator in Ulster, 1774-1778 Belief that there was no complaint 

as to the official conduct of Mr. Byron, 1779-1781- — Employment, m each province, 
of such valuators as were most conversant with the soil, 1737 > 17®®* 

[Third Examination.]— Denial of Mr. O’Reilly’s statement that witness said Mr. Greene 
had no knowledge as a valuator: witness said, on the contrary, that with himself as 
head of the office Mr. Greene was perfectly competent for his position, 4849-4858. 

4876-4883 Experience of Mr. Greene as regards valuations, further adverted to; 

frequent employment of him as a check valuator before he was made superintendent, 
4855-4859. 

Entire inaccuracy of Mr. O’Reilly’s statement that witness requested Mr. Kelly to 
charge his time, when engaged on certain private work, to the office, and that a quarrel 

arose between them on the subject, 4860 Explanation as regards some carpenters’ 

work at witness’s house, that it was duly paid for by himself and not by the office, 486.1— 
362—I. c 2 4866 
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4866 Information ns to the circumstances under which some plans and tracings 

ordered by witness for private individuals, were, in the first instance, charged to the 
office but were ultimately paid for by him, 4887-4869. 

Particulars relative to the employment, in witness’s service, after office hours, of a 
messenger named Skip : explana'ioii hereon, that Skip’s son, who was witness’s footman 

and wore his livery, received no payment from the public, 4870-4875 Arrangement 

that witness was to find an office for 100 l. a year and a messenger (Skip) for 50 l. a year, 

4870.4875 Grave impropriety of conduct if it be true that Mr. Hurford wrote a 

certain leiter in order to influence Mr. Perrin politically iu conducting the revision of 

Bandon, 4884-4889. 4908-4910 Statement explanatory of the removal of Mr. Irwin 

from Bandon, as local revisor, 4890-4907. 

[Fourth Examination.] — Correspondence between Mr. McCarthy Downing and the 
Valuation Office upon the question of the removal of Mr. Irwin, as revisor, from Bandon, 

4QH Furiherevidence on the subjectof the attemptby Mr. Hurford, Mr. Irwin’s brother- 

in-law, to influence Mr. Perrin in the revision of Bandon ; letter hereon from Mr. Perrin, 

49:2-4923 Belief that any complaints, in i860, of political partiality in the revision 

of Dublin must have bem entirely unfounded, 4924-4927. 

Doubt as to the advantage of associating one or two other persons with the Valuation 
Commissioner in the matter of nominations or appointments ; the Chairman of the Board 

of Works would be the mo>t fit person for the purpose, 4928-4930. 4953 Further 

statement as to the power of recommendation or nomination exercised by the Commis- 
sioner, the actual appointment now resting with the Treasury and an examination by the 

Civil Service Commissioners being necessary, 4931-4943. 4949-4956 Expediency of 

the qualifications imperative in valuers being of an advanced kind ; exception taken on 
this point to a circular, dated 1st January 1868, restricting the examination for this class 
to reading, writing, and arithmetic, 4944-4948. 4966-4973. 

Suggestion ihat a new valuation be based upon the fair letting value, 4957, 4958 

Opinion that a new valuation should not stand for more than 14 years; entire dissent, 

hereon from the views of Mr. O’Brien, 4959-4961 Proposal that the expense of the 

valuation be borne equally by the public and by the counties, 4962-4965. 

Further examination and explanation in detail relative to the circumstances attending 
the dismissal of Mr. Lynam, such dismissal having been due to insubordination, and not 
to bad valuations, 4974, etseq.; 5148. 

Evidence in further explanation of the extent of employment of Mr. Greene as check 
valuator, whilst lie had also had experience in private valuation before joining the valua- 
tion service/ 5021-5060 Further denial of Mr. O’Reilly’s assertion that witness said on 

a certain occasion that Mr. Greene was no valuer; willingness of two of those present on 
the occasion to confirm witness’s denial, 5051-5061. 5149-5158. 

Further statement in relation of the charge that some carpenters’ work done to witness’ 
house had nut been paid for by him, but by the Valuation Office, 5070-5083. 514I-5144. 

5200-5205 Examination with further reference to the part employment in witness’s 

service of the messenger Skip, who was at the time receiving 50 l. a year from the office, 

5084-5091. 5159-5165. 5196-5199 Particulars relative to the provision by witness of 

furnished rooms attached to his own house, as an office for the accountant, for which he 
was paid 300/. a year; this office is no longer kept up, 5084-5099. 5114* 
5*81-5195. 

Explanation of the way in which the amount paid in ihe office for certain private work 
ordered by witness was some years subsequently ascertained with a view to the repay- 
ment by him, 5100-51 13 Cessation since witness’s resignation in October 1868, of the 

salary of 500 Z. a year, received by him as Valuation Commissioner; he receives, however, 
a full pension from the department, being an officer of sixty years’ standing, 51 16-5120. 
5145-5147- 6175-5180 Receipt of 900 l. a year by Mr. Greene as commissioner ; ex- 

planation hereon as to witness having received only 500 1. a year since he was also head 
of the Board of Works, 5121-5124. 

Information on the subject of the boundary survey, for which there has been a grant 
of 500/. for the present year; justification of this small outlay, 5125-5140 — —Pension 
now received by the messenger Skip, according to the ordinary rules of the service, 5 166— 

5170 Further statement that Skip’s son, who was in witness’s service exclusively, 

received nothing from the office, 5172-5174 Continued assistance rendered by 

witness, since his retirement, to Mr. Greene, 5179 Total pension of 1,500 l. a year 

received by witness, 5180. 

Detailed statement in explanation of the early career of witness, and of his opportuni- 
ties for efficiency as a valuator, 5206, 5207 Arrangement adopted in the office, in 1 864, 

for obviating the system of overtime work, 5208-5210 Very li 1 tie use made of the 

town land valuation by the tenement valuers, 5211-5215. 

Rule formerly in force as to the allotment of rates and taxes being carried out in the 

office, and not by the valuators in the field, 5216-5219 Duty of the divisional super- 

, _ mtendents 
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Griffith, Sir Richard, Burt. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued . 
intendents to check the alterations and changes noted by the revisors with the original 

documents; evidence of Mr. Greene hereon adverted to, 5220-5230 Enumeration of 

the various and important duties of the solicitor; conclusion that the work is admirably 
done, and cheaply, for 400 l. a year, or 300 1. with an office, 5231-5243. 5296, 5297 
Total of 600,000 Z., and not a million, levied upon the counties, 5244. 

Accuracy of a statement by Mr. Thompson as to his having valued Ulster beyond the 

scale laid down in the book 'of instructions, 5245-5247 Grounds for the conclusion 

that the valuation of Ulster is at present at a fair level of value, notwithstanding the great 
increase in the price of flax since the valuation was made, 5248-5251. 5264-5283. 5288- 

^295 Necessity of a revision, and important increase of valuation in the south and 

east ; varying increase required in different counties, 5249-5251. 5262, 5263. 

Refutation of a charge that, in the matter of appointments, undue favour was shown to 

Protestants, 5252, 5253. 5255-5261 Importance always attached by witness to the 

education and respectability of those to be appointed, 5‘ 2 5 2 > 5 2 53- 5 2 ^7 Belief that 

it can be proved that work has never been charged to counties, unless it has been done for 
them, 5254. 5284-5286. 



H. 



Hitchcock, George. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is one of the divisional superinten- 
dents in the General Valuation Office, having charge of the counties of Mayo, Sligo, Gal- 
way, and Claie; has been thirty years in the service, 3750-3755 Important duties 

performed by the divisional superintendents in connection with the tenement valuation, 

3756-3759 Comparison made between the valuations of the different farms, and 

the rents in those counties in which there was no tenement valuation, 3761-3763. 

Explanation as to witness not having brought with him from Dublin all the documents 
and books required according to an order of the Committee, the chief clerk, acting on 
the order of the Commissioner, having declined to supply witness with the documents in 
question, 3764-3767. 3997-4002. 4020-4027. 

Details relative to the course pursued in ascertaining the rents, and in basing the tenement 

valuation on the rent, in the case more especially of houses, 3768-3789. 3820,3821- 

System of check valuators in carrying out both the townland and tenement valuations, 

3786, 3787 Deduction made, partly in the office and partly by the valuators, for local 

circumstance, 3790, 3791 Statement as to no uniform reduction having been made 

in the case of those counties valued under the 9 8c 10 Vici., in order to bring them to 
the scale of the 15 & j 6 Viet., 3792-3799 Large use made of the townland valua- 

tion in those counties where it existed, in carrying on the tenement valuation, 3800- 
3809. 3S33-3342. 

Instances of reduction of the valuation of unions, numerous appeals having arisen, 

3810-3812 Non-adoption of a uniform scale in the deduction of taxes in each county 

or union, 3815-3818 Very little use of the rents as a basis for the townland valua- 
tion, 3819-3821 Rule in witness’s division for the revisors in the country to make 

the applotments consequent on changes of tenement, the instructions on the subject 
having however been altered a few months ago, 3822-3832. 3850-3852 Impractica- 

bility, in many cases, of calculating or checking in the office the valuation of sub- 
divided tenements in the annual revision, 3837-3852. 

Considerable work of the office in making copies of the valuation for the treasurer, 

and for each board of guardians, and in renewing the office copy, 3853-3857- Long 

period for which the maps last, the set for witness’s division being eight or nine years 

old, and still in good order, 3858-3863 Explanation in connection with a certain 

returnof the work of the revisors in the field in 1 868 : its apparent inaccuracy .in including 
the name of W. J. Burke, who died in 1867; 3868-3891. 

Limited sense in which witness has to do with the progress returns, he having no 
supervision' as to the charge allocated to the counties for service in the field, 3878, 

3879. 3884. 3892-3894 Grounds lor the conclusion that charges have been made to 

counties for woik that was not done in them ; reference to particular progress returns in 

corroboration of this view, 3895-3939 Statement as to the time of Mr. Hope having 

been charged to certain counties during six months, whilst he was engaged in the Dublin 
Exhibition, 3901-3905. 399°"399 6 - 

Inference as to Mr. Greene having been cognisant that charges were wrongly placed 

against counties, 3915-3922 Circumstance of private work done in the office, such as 

drawings for bridges, having been charged to counties, 3922-3939 Considerable 

expense in respect of tracings or copies made in the office for the Landed Estates Court, 
the counties being charged with the time of the officers employed, 3940-3949. 3963-3972 

Satisfaction given in the office by a certain circular on the subject of the distribution 

of extra work, 3950-3957. 

362 — I. c 3 Willingness 
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Willingness generally evinced by the tenants to state the amount of their rents, when 

required for the tenement valuation, 3958-3962. 4003, 4004 Constant work of the 

clerks throughout tire office hours ; the general body of the officials being a very hard- 
working set of men, 3973-3989 Position of Mr. Irwin in the office adverted to in 

connection with certain complaints of inefficiency or misconduct against him, 4007- 
4018.4056,4057.4095-4100. 

Considerable dissatisfaction in the office with reference to the reductions of staff, and the 
character of the promotions; question considered as to there being any teal ground for this 

complaint, 4019. 4045-4409. 4104 et seq. Means of reducing the cost of the office, 

4029, 4030 Opinion in favour of there being two Commissioners of Valuation, of 

different politics, one a Protestant and the oilier a Roman Catholic, 4031. 4050. 4089- 

4094.4124.4129,4130 Advantage if many valuable hands removed from the office 

were brought back again, 4033-4035. 4045-4049. 

Suggestion that the correction of the union clerks’ books should be done in the office 
in Dublin, instead of by the revisors in the workhouses ; economy thereby, 4036-4044 

Instances of complaint that lire franchise has been improperly influenced by the 

revisors, 4050-4056 Statement as to Mr. Harford, a revisor, and a brother-in-law of 

Mr. Irwin, having written a letter with a view to influencing Mr. Perrin in the valua- 
tion of Bandon, with reference to the franchise, 4056-4088. 4095-4103. 

Satisfaction given in the office by the Treasury classification in 1865; there were, 

however, several persons dissatisfied, 4104, 4105 Reduction of the establishment since 

the classification, 4106-4109. 4131-4134 Increase of superintendents at a time when 

there was no increase of w ok, 4114-4123 Question considered whether there was 

not an undue reduction among the Roman Catholic portion of the staff, and whether 

Protestants have not been appointed in an undue proportion, 4138-4176 Several 

nominations made by Sir R. Griffith since the vacancies have been competed for under 
the system of Civil Service examinations; there has been no nomination hitherto by Mr. 
Greene, 4156-4159. 4178-4188. 

Hotel Expenses ( Revisors ). Fixed allowance of 5 s. a day for the hotel expenses of 

the revisors when in the field, Greene 985-989 Explanation as to the curtailment of 

the hotel expenses allowed to Mr. Scanian when revising in Cork, ib. 990, 991. 

See also Travelling and Hotel Expenses. 

Hurford, James T. Statement as to Mr. Hurford, a revisor, and brother-in-law of Mr. 
Irwin, having wiitten a letter with a view to influencing Mr. Perrin in the valuation 
of Bandon, with reference to the franchise, Hitchcock 4056-4088. 4095-4103. 

Grave impropriety of conduct, if it be true, that Mr. Hurford wrote a certain letter in 
order to influence Mr. Perrin politically, in conducting the revision of*Bandon, Sir R. 

Griffith 4884-4889. 4908-4910 Further evidence on the subject of the attempt by 

Mr. Hurford, Mr. Irwin’s bruther-in-law, to influence Mr. Peri in in die revision of 
Bandon; letter hereon from Mr. Perrin, ib. 4912-4923. 

Explanation of the circumstances connected with a certain letter from Mr. Hurford 
to the Conservative agent at Bandon, when witness was appointed to the revision of that 
place ; improper character of this letter, though witness did not report it at the time, 
Herrin 5405 et seq. 

Hutchmgs, Henrg. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Has been thirty years in the Valuation 

Office; is now a divisional superintendent, 4716-4721 Scale of agricultural prices 

upon which the valuation of Ireland has been based, 4724, 4725 Recommendation 

that the Agricultural Statistical Department of Ireland be connected with the 
Valuation Depariment, with a view to arriving at an improved basis for the valuation, 
and as facilitating the collection of agricultural statistics, 4726-4740. 4765. 4787-4792. 
4805-4829. 

Opinion that the true basis of valuation is the amount of produce which remains 
after deduction of the cost of production; suggestions for ascertaining such basis, 4732- 

4744- 475‘- i_ 4765- 4805-4829 Estimated amount of deduction' for cost of production 

in the case of good lands and bad lands respectively, 4743, 4744 Information relative 

to the operation of tenant right in the north of Ireland, as tending to prove that, though 
the valuation nominally comes more nearly to the rent in the north than in the south, 
this is not so, if the sums given for tenant right be added to the rent, 4745-4763-4775" 
4779- 4830-4833- 

Reference to a certain map showing the proportions of tillage and pasture land in the 

different unions in Ireland, 4766 Invariable practice in witness’s division for the 

revisors to do the whole work of revision and applotment in the country, 4767-4773 

Ample work for the clerks in witness’s division, 4780-4786 Gradual promotion pf 

witness to his present position by Sir Richard Griffith, 4793-4799 Dissatisfaction in 

the office on the subject of promotions, 4800-4804 Recent report in the office that 

in view of the present inquiry a large quantity of official documents had been burned 
in the store room ; nature of the grounds for such report, 4834-4846. 
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I. 

Iffa and Offa ( Tipperary ). Great inequality of the valuations of Iffa and Offa, Tipperary, 
Lynam “2295-2298. 

Imperial Taxation, 8 $c. Statement showing the principal uses to which the general valua- 
tion of Ireland is applied, it being the basis not only for all Imperial and local taxation, 

but for the elective franchise, Greene 383-386.447,448. 45G. 642-649. 713-729 

Loss of Imperial taxation through the valuation being below the rent, ib. 452—455 

Expediency of a re-valnaiion adverted to in connection with Imperial and local taxation, 
ib. 1249, 1250. 1271, 1272 Several Imperial purposes for which the valuation is use- 

ful, so that it is only fair that Government should bear half the cost, Trench 4317-4326. 

4337-4355 Importance, with reference to Imperial taxation, of the valuation being 

raised generally, the completion of eacli county being all that is required for local taxa- 
tion, O'Brien 4578-4580. 4603-4609. 

Improvements. Expediency of all improvements being exempt, from re-valuation and taxation 
for a considerable time, Leahy 1825, 1826. 1879-1883 Suggestion that the improve- 

ments made within the last seven years previous to a new valuation should not be valued, 

Trench 4205. 4307-4310 Injustice in certain cases of improved estates, unless there 

be a new valuation from time to time, ib. 4304-4310. 

Provision necessary for adding the increased value for improvements after the 
expiration ol seven years, App. 243. 

Incorporated Law Society of Ireland. Views of the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Ireland as to the great usefulness of the valuation, under the present 
system, Greene 720-722. 

Increase of Valuation. Concurrence in the view that the tenement valuation of Ireland 

should be raised to 16,000,000 l., Duffy 1932, 1933 Total of 13,117,847 l. as the 

amount of the present valuation, O’Brien 4419 Opinion that the valuation should be 

about sixteen millions instead of thirteen millions, ib. 4450. 4496. 

List of counties and cities, showing the present tenement valuation, and the proposed 
increase per pound, App. 228. 242. 

See also Buildings. Imperial Taxation. Mitclielstown Union. New Valuation. 

Rents. South and West, of Ireland. 

Inequality of Valuation. Information relative to the inequality of valuation between 
the north, and the south and west, and the causes to which owing, Greene 185-211. 349- 

362 Difference of from 15 to 20 per cent, between the north and the south, in point 

of valuation, ib. 411-418 Increasing inequality of the tenement valuation from year 

to year, on account of the increase of buildings, the opening of local railways, and other 
causes, ib. 457-463. 

Great inequality of the tenement valuation in different counties, a good uniform valua- 
tion being much required, Lynam 2235, 2236 Further statement that the tenement 

valuation, though far better than any former valuation, is not nearly so accurate or rela- 
tive as it ought to he, ib. 2251-2254 Rule of the valuation that all the good ground 

is valued too low, and all the bad ground too high, ib. 2254 Extremely inaccurate 

character of a large number of the valuations made under Sir R. Griffith; instances of 
thi3 in Tipperary and other counties, ib. 2284. 2295-2298. 2358 et seq . ; 2478-2480. 

Fair and equitable character of the valuation of the same classes of land, Flynn 2794. 

2804. 2870, 2871 Great variation in different counties between the relative amount 

of the valuation and of the letting value, Vernon 2961, 2962 Lower relative valuation 

of the prime lands than of the inferior lands, O'Brien 4451-4455. 

See also New Valuation. Prices. Rates and Taxes. South and West of Ireland. 

Ulster. 

Instructions (Valuation and Revision). Preparation by Sir R. Griffith of the code of 

instructions under which the staff acted, Greene 80, 81 Conclusion as to the valuation 

having from the first been carried out under instructions, though some counties were 

published before the date of issue of the book of insiructions, ib. 145-165 Particulars 

relative to the instructions under which the tenement valuators formerly acted, and the 
system of check for ensuring that the duty of valuation was efficiently performed, ib. 

885-926 Further explanations in connection with the instructions under which the 

tenement valuation was in the first instance directed to be carried out, ib. 1077-1092. 

Several books of instructions under which witness acted as valuator, O'Reilly 2755- 

2759 Rule of witness as revisor to conform to the written instructions as much as 

possible, Perrin 3711, 3712. 

Circular from the office to clerks of unions and to the revising surveyors, dated 
1st November 1864, containing instructions for the annual revision of 1864-65, App. 235 

Further instructions issued to the revisors, under date 1st November 1866, ib. 235, 

236 Further instructions, dated 1st December 1868, ib. 236. 

See also Revisors and Revision, 2. 

362 I. c 4 Irwin, 
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Irioin Geo W. Statement as to an officer of the department, named Irwin, having 
employed his office hours in preparing books for publication, O’Reilly 2673-2692. 2706- 
21722— Posilion of Mr. Irwin in the office adverted to in connection with certain com- 

plaints of inefficiency or misconduct against him, Hitchcock 4007-4018. 4056,4057. 
4095-4 lo °- 

Statement explanatory of the removal of Mr. Irwin from Bandon as local_ revisor. Sir 

R. Griffith 4890-4907 Correspondence between Mr. M'Carthy Downing and the 

Valuation Office upon the question of the removal of Mr. Invin as revisor from Bandon, 
ib. 4911. 

J. 

Jones, W.E. Employment of Mr. Jones, of the Valuation Office, in making plans and 
sections for the Vartry Water Works; belief that the work was not charged to the 
counties. Marquis 3583-3586. 

K. 

Kelly, Mr. Excellent services rendered by Mr. John Kelly, when in charge of the Valuation 

Office, under witness, Sir R. Griffith 1339-1346 Retirement of Mr. Kelly adverted 

to ; valuable character of his services, ib. 1754- 1 758- 

Insufficiency of the staff of the office when Mr. Kelly was superintendent, Duffy 

1901-1903 Efficiency of Mr. Kelly adverted to in connection with his resignation; 

hardship in his not having obtained a pension, ib. 1903, 1904. 1912-1914. 

Supervision exercised for many years over the valuators by Mr. John Kelly, so that 
the published valuation was often very different from that made by the valuator in the 

field, Lynam 2271, 2272 Statement relative to the part taken by Mr, Kelly in the 

preparation of a certain geological map, and of the instruction books first issued to the 

valuators, O’Reilly 2548-2553 Explanation given by M r. Kelly to witness as to the 

cause of his difference with Sir R. Griffith: refusal of Mr. Kelly to charge his time, 
when engaged on certain private work, to the office, as requested by Sir R. Griffith, ib. 
2554-‘ 2 559* 

Eniire inaccuracy of Mr. O’Reily’s statement that witness requested Mr. Kelly to 
charge his time, when engaged on private work, to the office, and that a quarrel arose 
between them 011 the subject, Sir R. Griffith 4860. 

Kerry. Conclusion as to the mountain districts in Kerry being at a very low valuation, 

Sir R. Griffith 171 7—1 719 Very defective and unequal character of the valuation of 

lands in Kerry, a re-valuation of the county being very desirable, Leahy i 822, 1823. 1826- 

1833 Excessive cost of the revision of the county, ib. 1807, 1808 Statement as 

to the valuation being much below the letting value, Trench 4195-4 J 97- 4 t 99"'4 20 3- 
4220, 4221. 

Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 4 s. in the pound, 
App. 228. 242. 

Kildare. Proposed addition of 5 s. in the pound to the valuation of Kildare, App. 
228. 242. 

Kilkenny County. Proposed addition of 5 s. in the pound to the present valuation of the 
county, App. 228. 242. 

King’s County . Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 3 s. 4 d. in 
the pound, App. 228. 242. 

L. 

Landed Estates Court. Use invariably made of the Valuation Office as regards all^ales m 
the Landed Estates Court ; great value of the office for this purpose, Greene 44 1-446. 
715-7x8. 

Considerable expense in respect of tracings or copies made in the office for sales in 
the Landed Estates Court, the counties being charged with the time of the officers em- 
ployed, Hitchcock 394°-3949- 3963~397 2 * 

Landlords. See County Cess. Rents. 

Leahy , John , Q.c. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is chairman of the county of Limerick, and 
also revising barrister for the county, and judge of appeals in the valuations, 1789-1797 

Instances at Cork, Limerick" &c., of considerable inconvenience having been 

caused a3 regards the rates, through delay in the completion of the annual revision 

of the valuation, 1798-1800. 1834-1836 Errors and omissions on the part ot tne 

revisor at Limerick, 1799, 1800 Frequent appeals before witness upon the question 

of rating schools, land, &c., used for charitable purposes ; expediency of definite legis- 
lation on this point, 1801. 1805, 1806. 1866, 1867. 
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Leahy , John, Q.c. (Analysis of his Evidence) -continued. 

Considerable expense through the attendance of the solicitor of the valuation depart- 
ment in small appeals before witness; important principle involved in these cases, 1801- 

1805. 1866, 1867 Very efficient services rendered by the solicitor, whilst his salary is 

exceedingly small, 1801. 1864, 1865 Statement as to the excessive cost of the revi- 
sion in the county of Kerry. 1807, 1808 Great want of a better check upon the cost 

of revision, it being very desirable to vest such check in the boards of guardians, 
1807-1809. 

Contemplated carrying out of a new valuation, and of the revision by the same persons 
at the same time; objection to locally appointed officers for the purpose, 1811-1821 
Very defective and unequal character of the valuation of lands in Kerry, a re- 
valuation of the county being very desirable, 1822, 1823. 1826-1833 Very large ad- 
vance since 1855 in the prices of agricultural produce in Ireland, 1824 Expediency 

of all improvements being exempted from re-valuation and taxation for a considerable 
time, 1825, 1826. 1879-1883. 

Importance of a new valuation as a guide to vendors and purchasers of land, as well as 

to landlords and tenants, 1827-1831 Further explanations and suggestions in regard 

to the proposed local check upon the expenses of revision, 1837 et se H • Belief as to 

Mr. Greene being a very competent and intelligent officer, 1854 Comment upon the 

large expense for salaries in connection with the revision of the counties of Cork, Kerry, 
and Limerick, 1856. 

Doubt as to any necessity for the increased salaries now given in the Valuation Office, 

1S57, 1858 Conclusion that Government should bear half the expense of the proposed 

re-valuation, 1870, 1871 Question further considered as 10 the expediency of increased 

exemption of charitable and religious institutions from valuation and from rating, 1877, 
1878. 1884-1890. 

Leases. Long leases given on Lord Kingston’s property, greatly to the satisfaction and 
contentment of the tenantry, O'Brien 4695. 4711-4715. 

Leitrim. Proposed addition of 2s. Oc l. in the pound to the present valuation of the county, 
App. 228. 242. 

Letting Value. Approval of the letting value as the basis of a new valuation, Greene 

496 Opinion that the tenement valuation was on the whole about one-fourth under 

the letting value, ib. 702 Way in which the letting valuation should be arrived at as 

the basis of ihe new valuation, ib. 1 1 20-1 124. 

Expediency of the valuation representing the rack rental or letting value, Vernon 

3034-3039 Various conditions affecting the relation between the rent and the letting 

value anil profits, in different parts of ihe country, ib. 3040-3046 Statement that 

Griffith’s valuation does not fairly represent the letting value of the land, it being gene- 
rally below the letting value, and especially so in Kerry, Trench 4195-4197. 4199-4203. 
4220, 4221. 

Evidence in favour of the valuation being made on the general average letting value 
of the land, and without reference to a scale of prices, O'Brien 4450. 4592-4602. 4622. 

4641-4652. 4709, 4710 Conclusion as to the valuation made twenty years ago having- 

been much too low, even though it professed to be 25 per cent, lower than the letting 

value, ib. 4610-4626. 4683, 4684 Suggestion that a new valuation be based upon 

the fair letting value, Sir 11 . Griffith 4957, 4958- 

See also Basis of Valuation. Rents. South and West of Ireland. Ulster. 

Limerick. Great inconvenience experienced by the rate collectors at Limerick through the 

delay in the completion of the annual revision, Leahy 1799 Errors and omissions on 

the part of the revisor at Limerick, ib. 1799, 1800. 

Proposed addition of 5 s. in the £. to the present valuation of the county, App. 
228-242. 

Local Revision. Strong objection to a system of loc.il revisors unchecked by a central 

office ; great inaccuracy sure to result, Greene 228. 240, 241. 254-274. 532-537 

Evidence in further disapproval of the appointment of local revisors, ib. 720. 723-725. 

732-735 Further objection to a system of local revision, without the work being 

checked in the office; failure of an experiment in this direction, ib. 992-1003- Ob- 
jection to valuation and revision being carried out by local men, Leahy, 1817-1820 

Doubt whether one revisor could undertake the counties of Mayo, Galway, and Ros- 
common, Flynn 2791-2793 Disapproval of revisors locally appointed, ib. 2925, 2926. 

2940-2944. 2948-2951. 

Calculation that under a system of local revisors the annual revision could be done fol- 
io, 000 l. or 11,000 l. a-year, O' Reilly 2583-2593. 2604 Means of securing integrity 

and uniformity of valuation if the revision were local, ib. 2593-2594. 

Opinion that the counties should not have any share in the actual execution of the 
valuation, French 4206. 

362 — 1 . D Local 
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Local Taxation. Remarkable uniformity of the valuation as a rateable valuation, Greene 
2lt Similar valuation for the poor law and the county cess since the Act 15&16 

Viet., U.680, 681 Instances at Cork, Limerick, &c., of considerable inconvenience 

having been caused as regar-is the rates through delay in the completion of the annual 

revision of the valuation, Leahy 170^—1800. 1834-1836 Statement as to a mere 

inciease of the valuation having no effect as regards the amount of local taxation, Trench 
4211, 4212. 431 1-4316; O'Brien 4418, 4419. 4441. 4555. 4656- 47*6-4708. 

See also Bates and Taxes. 

Londonderry Bridge. Success of a recent appeal from the valuation in the case of London- 
derry Bridge, Greene 437-440 Particulars in connection with this appeal, fourjudges 

against three having decided in favour of the exemption of the bridge from assessment, 
ib. 483, 484. 

Longford. Proposed addition of 3 s. 4rf. in the pound to the present valuation of this 
county, App. 228. 242. 

Louth. Piobable sufficiency of the valuation of Louth, Vernon 3118 Large amount of 

tillage in the county, which is very highly cultivated, ib. 

Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 5 s. in the pound, 
App. 228. 242. 

Lynam, James. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Has had considerable experience as a civil 

engineer and land surveyor, 2226-2233 Widespread dissatisfaction in Ireland in 

regard to the townhmd arid tenement valuations, 2234, 2235 Superiority, however, of 

these valuations to any previous ones, 2235 Great inequality of the tenement valua- 

tion in different counties, a good and uniform valuation being greatly required, 2235, 

2236. 

Employment of witness for several years on the valuation of Ireland, 2237 In- 

accuracy of a certain return from the Valuation Office, purporting to set forth the names 

of all pei.-ons dispensed with or discontinued from 1850 to 1869 ; 2237, 2238 Sirong 

complaint in regard to a statement by Sir Richard Griffith that witness was dismissed 
from the valuation service because of erroneous valuations and unsatisfactory execution 
of work, 2238. 

Witness submits to the Committee a large amount of correspondence which took place 
between himself and the guardians of the Ki Harney Union in 1852, and also between 
himself and Mr. Greene in 1851, explanatory in detail of his valuation of the barony of 
Magunihy, and of the discontinuance of his connection with the valuation department, 

2239-2244 In his correspondence in 1851 and 1852, and in his present evidence, 

witness contends that the valuation complained of was never completed ; and he further 

submits that he was never dismissed at all, 2244-2247 With regard to the efficiency 

of witness as a surveyor and valuator, be hands in some letters from Sir R. Griffith and 
others testifying to his competency, 2244. 

Duties performed bv the surveyors and valuators respectively in carrying out the tene- 
ment valuation, 2248 Very lone period occupied in the valuation of certain baronies 

in Tipperary and Kerry, 2249 Much shorter period in which the baronies might have 

been completed if the arrangements had not been so defective, 2250. 

[Second Examination.] — Further statement that the tenement valuation, though far 
better than any former valuation in Ireland, is not nearly so accurate or relative as it 

ought to be, 2251-2254 Unduly li>w valuation of lands along the Shannon, 2251. 

2253' Rule of the valuation that all the good ground is valued too low, and all the 

bad ground too high, 2254 Conclusion as to the expediency of requiring higher 

qualifications in valuators; difficulty formerly through the supply being limited, 
2255-2257. 

Evidence as the inaccuracy of certain statements by Sir Richard Griffith, Mr. Greene, 
and Mr. Duffy upon the subject of the maps and field-books, and the information 
afforded thereby to the officers in Dublin in regard to the different qualities ofland on 

any farm or lot, 2258—2263 Inability of the officers in Dublin to ascertain from the 

maps the locality of any deductions, whilst these were often’ of considerable amount 
2258-2263. 

Opinion that the annual revision should not cost more than 8,000 L, or one-third of the 

present cost, 2264-2267 Willingness of witness to undertake the revision of Galway, 

Roscommon, and Mayo for 700 1. a year, and to give security for the efficient discharge 

of the duly, 2268-2270 Decided objection to the valuation being left under the 

present superintendence, the Commissioners hitherto having had no qualification as 

valuators, 2271 Supei vision exercised for many years over the valuators by Mr. John 

Kelly, so that the published valuation was often very different from that made by the 
valuator in the field, 2271, 2272. 

Statement in further support of the conclusion that witness was not dismissed for a bad 
valuation, the valuation in question never having been handed in to the office in a finished 
state, 2273-2277. 2299-2302. 2421-2449. 2521, 2522 Examination relative to a 
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Lyn am, James. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

letter from witness t> Sir Richard Griffith in December 1851, to the effect that unless rein- 
stated in the office he would give his assistance to appellants against the va.uation ; regret 
expressed in connection with this letter, 2-278-2284. 2295. 2336-2356. 2493-2503. 

Frequent employment of witness professionally after leaving the valuation department, 
in cases questioning the accuracy of Sir R. Griffith’s valuation ; examination as to the 

grounds for this statement, 2284. 2295. 2336 el seq. Extremely inaccurate character 

of a large number of the valuations made under Sir R. Griffith ; instances of this m 
Tipperary and other counties, 2284. 2295-2298. 2358 et seq. 2478-2480. 

Statement showing that in 1847 Sir R. Griffith had confidence in witness as a valuator, 

and that discrepancies between valuators were sure to occur, 2284-2287 Satisfaction 

given generally by witness’s valuations up to the time of bis leaving the service, 2293, 

2294 Admission that witness was guilty of insubordination towards his superiors; 

further examination herecn as to the precise circumstances under which his connection 
with the department was terminated, 2299. 2421-2449. 2476, 2477. 

Grounds for the conclusion that a satisfactory re-valuation of three provinces of 
Ireland cannot be done for anything like 50,000 7 ., oral the ra:e of 1 d. per acre, 2302— 

2315 Facility of executing a mere revision or patching up of the valuation 111 three 

provinces for much less 1 han 1 d. an acre ; this, however, would he worthless in comparison 

with a new valuation, 2304-2317. 2453 -Doubt as 10 the deduction in respect of rates 

and taxes being a considerable element ol inequality in ihe valuation, 2318, 2319— 
Statement that witness made no deduction for poor rates in finishing certain valuations 
in 1851 ; question hereon, whether instructions were not issued that deductions should 
be made, 2319-2335. 

Necessity of a re-valuation of all those parts of Ireland which were valued fifteen 
years ago or previously, 2450. 2481—2483 Fitness of only three or four of the pre- 

sent staff of valuators for employment on a new valuation in the field; means available 
in the country for providing the required staff, 2451-2453. 2457-2459. 2504-2510 
Inability of Mr, Greene to decide in cases of diffi rence between valuators, though com- 
petent otherwise for the charge of the office in Dublin, 2454-2460 Admission by Mr. 

Greene to witness in 1851 that he knew nothing about tlie valuation of land ; doubt as 
to his having attained >uch knowledge in the mean lime, 2460-2471. 2513. 

Radically wrong system upon which (he valuation is conducied, it being expedient that 
the valuator in the field should I e the principal man, and that Iris work should not be 

liable to be altered by the clerks in the office, 2468 Small portion of the total expense 

which should arise in respect of the clerks, ib. Belief that Sir R. Griffith never valued 

with the valuators, and never interfered when difficult questions arose concerning any 
valuation, 2471-2475. 

Relative prices and letting value at the present time and in 1854, ^ ie conclusion being 

that a 1 e-valuation is required, 2481-2492 Statement as regards the valuation of 

certain lands in the barony of Burrell, in Clare, that much of this land, as well of 
pasture land, in Galway was valued a great deal too low, 2511-2520. 

M. 

Machinery. Absence of any regulation in the office for including steam power in the valua- 
tion, O' Reilly 2625-2626. 

Maps. Renewal of the maps about once in four or five years, Greene 323. 1291-1302 

Every tenement in Ireland is laid down on the map, ib. 508. 710 Varying labour of 

revising and correcting the maps in different counties, ib. 529-531. 

Statement that as a general rule the valuators received a map showing the boundaries 

before proceeding to value, Duffy 1988-1990 Statement as to ils not being necessary 

to have a new map or clean copy every year for the purposes of revision, Thompson 3293- 
3297 Varying period for which the union books and the maps used in revision last with- 
out renewal, Perrin 3647-3649 Long period for which the maps last, the set for 

witness’s division being eight or nine years old, and still in good order, Hitchcock 3858- 
3863 Very valuable character of the present maps and boundaries, O'Brien 4588-4591. 

Marquis, George. (Analysis of bis Evidence.) — Has been m the valuation service since 

1848; 3378-3381 Employment of w.tnessand several others at Sir Richard Griffith’s 

private office for some years subsequently to 1853 in colouring geological maps and 
making tracings; the work not being all required fur valuation purposes, 3382-3400. 

3441 et seq. Supervision of Mr. Byron over witness when at Sir R. Griffith’s private 

office, 3401-34 03 Examination in detail upon certain progiess returns, showing the 

work on which witness was engaged in different years, such work having been charged 
to particular counties though frequently not connected with such counties, 3404 et seq. 

Direction from Mr. Byron according to which work was improperly charged by witness 

to different countries, 3419-3421. 3438, 3439. 3559 Circumstance of witness having 

j36a— I. ' d 2 been 
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Marquis, George. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

been engaged every day in February and March 1854 in making a plan of the town of 
Birr, 3513-3530 Long period for which witness continued to make out incorrect pro- 

gress returns ; probability of his dismissal if he had refused to obey the orders of his 

superiors in the matter, 357 l ~ 35 8 ' 2 Employment of Mr. Jones, of the Valuation 

Office, in making plans and sections for the Vartry Waterworks; doubt whether Mr. 
Jones’s time was charged to the counties, 3583-3586. 

McDonald, Mr. Willingness of Mr. McDonald, one of the chief examiners in the Landed 
Estates Court, to testify to the great usefulness of the valuation, Greene 715-718. 

Mayo. Proposed increase of the valuation of this county at the rate of 3s. 4 d. in the £., 
App. 228. 242. 

Meath. . Proposed addition of 5 s. in the £. to the present valuation of the county of 
Meath, App. 228. 24a. 

Mitch elstoion Union . — Circumstances under which the revisor has recently added to the 
valuation of the land in the case of a farm in the Mitchelstown Union ; illegality thereof, 
O'Brien, 4457-4470. 4685. 

Statement in explanation of a charge by Mr. O’Brien as to the valuation of some land 
in Mitchelstown Union having been improperly raised, Bolton 53 57, 5358. 5360. 

Montgomery, Mr. Explanation in connection with the services, and the retirement of Mr. 
Montgomery, who was a valuator in Ulster, Sir R. Griffith 1774-1778. 

Mountain Land. Larger proportionate expense of valuing mountain land than grass land, 

Greene 464-467 Valuation of mountain lands according to the quantity of catile they 

will feed. Sir JR. Griffith 1703-1708. 



N. 



New Valuation : 

1. Concurrence of Evidence as to the want of a Neio Valuation of Ireland. 

2. Cost, and how it should he apportioned. 

3 . Staff, and Mode of conducting a Neio Valuation. 

4. Necessity of JRe-valuation at Intervals of Years. 



1 . Concurrence of Evidence as to the want of a New Valuation of Ireland : 

Evidence as to the want of a new valuation of the south and west, and as to the cir- 
cumstances owing to which the present valuation of the south and west is unduly low 
as compared with the valuation of Ulster, Greene 185-211. 349-362. 490,491 Ex- 

pediency uf a new valuation on account of the varying deduction in respect of rates and 

taxes, ib. 1 99-21 1 Want of a new valuation on account of the great alieration in 

prices, as the basis of the valuation, ib. 493-499. 569-582 -Date of witness’s sugges- 

tions for a re-valuation, adverted to in connection with the Bill introduced in 1866, ib. 

1167-1174 Concurrence with Mr. Greene as to the necessity of a new valuation of 

three-fourths of Ireland, Sir R. Griffith 1539. 

Necessity of a re-valuation of all those parts of Ireland which were valued 15 years 

ago, or previously, Lynam 2450. 2481-24S3 Relative prices and letting value at the 

present time and in 1854, the conclusion being that a re-valuation is required, ib. 2481- 
2492 Conclusion as to a new valuation being absolutely necessary, the existing valua- 

tion not being relative as between different classes of land, Flynn 2794-2804- 2895. 2920. 

2925. 2931 Full value to be derived from the expenditure upon a new valuation every 

twenty-five yeais, Trench 4300-4303 Statement as to Griffith’s valuation being 

exceedingly low as compared with the rent, a new valuation being urgently required; 
instances of unduly low valuation, O'Brien 4411-4415. 4441-4456. 4566-4576. 

2. Cost, and how it should be apportioned: 

Calculation that in three years, Leinster, Munster, and Connaught could be re-valued, 

and that the cost would not exceed 50,000 l, Greene 498-507. 549-559. 787-79° 

Much greater economy with which a new tenement valuation may now be made than 

after the former tou nland valuation, Sir B. Griffith 1516, 1517 Concurrence in the 

view that a new valuation may be obtained for 50,000/. ; examination hereon as to the 
staff required, and as to the valuators available, ib. 1539-1551. 1749-1753. 

Conclusion that Government should bear half the expense of the proposed re-valuation, 

Leahy 1870, 1871 Grounds for the conclusion that a satisfactory re-valuation of three 

provinces of Ireland cannot be done for anything like 50,000 l., or at the rate of td. 

per acre, Lynam 2302-2315 Facility of executing a mere revision or patching u p d 

the valuation in three provinces for much less than 1 d. per acre ; this however would be 
worthless in comparison with a new valuation, ib. 2304-2317. 2453. 

Expediency of the cost of a new valuation being partly borne by the Treasury, Flynn 
2805-2809 Heavy cost of a re-valuation of Ireland, Vernon 3058-3061— — Considera- 

tion 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 



NE W 



O’B R 



29 



Report, 1869 — continued . . 



New Valuation — continued. 

2. Cost, and how it should be apportioned — continued, 
tion of the expenditure hitherto in the revision of the valuation, and of the cost of a new 
valuation ; estimate of from 300 l. to 400 Z. per union as the cost of re-valuation, O'Brien 

4520-4526. 4587 Proposal that the expense of the valuation be borne equally by the 

public and by the counties, Sir R. Griffith 4962-4965. 

3. Staff, and Mode of conducting a New Valuation : 

Mention of the valuators whom witness would select as most competent to carry out 
the proposed re-valuation ; some extra hands formerly employed would also be re- 
engaged, Greene 1093-1098. mo-1117 Details a*, to the proposed mode of carrying 

out the valuation concurrently with the annual revision; additional superintendents 
would not be required, ib. 1099-1119 Belief that a new valuation could not be com- 
pleted in less than three or four years, Sir. R. Griffith 1416-1418 Explanations on 

the subject of the staff to be employed, ib. 1541-1551. 1749-1753. 

Contemplated carrying out of a new valuation and of the revision by the same persons 
at the same time; objection to locally appointed officers for the purpose, Leahy 1811- 

1821 Facility in making a re-valuation owing to the annual revision, Duffy 1941-1943 

Opinion that a re-valuation should not be proceeded with rapidly, O'Brien 4577" 

4603. 



4. Necessity of Re-valuation at Intervals of Years : 

Opinion that there should be a new revision or re-valuation every fourteen or sixteen 

years, Greene 447, 448 Great importance attached to a new valuation every twenty- 

five years. Trench 4205. 4284-4286 Insufficiency of a mere revision of the valuation 

from time to time, as by the present revisors, ib. 4365-4369 Opinion that if there 

were a new valuation, there would be no necessity for another for the next fifty years, 

O'Brien 4519. 4627 A new valuation should not stand for more than fourteen years ; 

entire dissent hereon from the views of Mr. O’Brien, Sir R. Griffith 4959-4961. 

See also Imperial Taxation. Local Taxation. South and West of Ireland. 

Northern Counties. See Ulster. 



0 . 

O'Brien, Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Is a magistrate of the county of Cork, 
and chairman of the Mitehelstown Board of Guardians ; is also a landed proprietor and 

a land agent, 4396-4403 Employment of witness on the original valuation for poor 

rate purposes, several unions having been valued by him in the years 1839-425 4404-4410 

Statement as 10 Griffith’s valuation being exceedingly low as compared with iherent, 

a new valuation being urgently required ; instances of unduly low valuation, 4411—4415. 
4441-4456. 4566-4576. 

Grounds for the conclusion that in the payment of poor rates, See., the landlords escape 
a very large amount of local taxation, through the valuation being eo greatly below the 
rent, and through the assessment being upon the valuation instead of upon the rent, 

4416-4448. 4547-4562. 4614-4622. 4653-4656. 4709, 4710 Statement as to a mere 

increase of the valuation having no effect as regards the amount of local taxation, 4418, 

4419. 4441. 4555, 4556. 4706-4708 Decided objection to the repeal by the Act 13 & 

14 Viet. c. 104, of the provision in the first Poor Law Act, that the valuation should be 
based upon the rent, 4421-4434. 4441-4446. 4546-4549. 

Estimate of eighteen millions as the total rental of Ireland, the valuation being about 

thirteen millions, 4447, 4448 Opinion that the valuation should be about sixteen 

millions, 4450. 4496 Statement in favour of the valuation being made on the general 

average letting value of the land, and without reference to a scale of prices, 4459- 459®“ 

4602. 4622. 4641-4652. 4709, 4710 Circumstances under which the reviser has 

•recently added to the valuation of the land in the case of a farm in the Miiehelstown 

Union; illegality thereof, 4467-4470. 4685 Practice of increasing the valuation when 

houses have been repaired, 4471-4475. 

Statement as to the revision of the valuation in the county of Cork costing more than 
the management of the seventeen unions in the county, 4476-4488 Information rela- 

tive to the valuation books received by the Mitchelstown Union from the Valuation 
Office, a new of set books not having been received for the last ten or twelve years, 4489- 

4495- 4563-4565 Comparative cost of the clerks of unions in Ireland and of the 

revision of the valuation, 4500-4502. 

Changes suggested in the constitution of the Valuation Department, and in the ap 
pointmentof valuators, if anew valuation be carried 001,4503—4511. 4581—4586. 4637— 

4640.4667-4675 Contemplated joint action of the Valuation Commissioners and of 

the Poor Law Board, 4506-4510. 4581. 4639,4640 Reasons for preferring that an 

362 — I. D 3 appeal 
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O'Brien, Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 
appeal from the valuation should be to the Chairman of Quarter Sessions instead of to 

the magistrates, 45) 2-4518. 4628-463:} Opinion that if there were a new valuation 

there would be no necessity for another for the next fifty years, 4519. 4627. 

Consideration of the expenditure hitherto in the revision of the valuation and of the 
cost of a new valuation ; estimate of from 300 l. to 400 l. per union as the cost of re- 
valuation, 4520-4.526. 4587 Opinion that six revisers should suffice for all Ireland; 

statement hereon that the actual work of revision is a small matter, 4521. 4525-4531. 

4634-4636. 4674-4682 Payment made out of the rates in Ireland in respect of the 

Parliamentary revision for the franchise, 4532-4535 Conclusions strongly in favour 

of a division of the county cess between landlord and tenant, 4536-4545. 

Large ex. ess of rent beyond the valuation in the case of some land recently let bv wit- 
ness in Clogheen Union, a heavy five having also been paid, 4560-4562. 4566, 4567 

Opinion that re-valuation should not proceeded With rapidly, 4,577. 4603 Importance, 

with reference to Imperial taxation, of the valuation being taised generally, the comple- 
tion of each county being all that is required for local taxation, 4578-4580. 4603-4609 
Very valuable character of the present maps and boundaries, 4588-4591 Conclu- 
sion as to the valuation made twenty years ago having been much too low, even though it 
professed to be 25 per cent, lower than the letting value, 4610-4626. 4683, 4684. ° 

Explanation that witness has no grouud of complaint against the present Valuation 
Commissioner, but suggests that there b- two or three heads instead of one, 4638-4640. 

4672.4687-4690 Belief as to the small value received by the counties in return for 

the large expenditure in valuation and revision, 4657-4666 Advantage in the head of 

the department being an administrator rather than a valuator, 4670, 4671 Explana- 

tion that witness makes no charge of incompetency against the present staff generally. 
4685, 4686. 65 3> 

Belief that there has been no tendency of Jate to an increase of rents in the south of 

Ireland, 4691-4699 Long leases given on Lord Kingston’s property, greatly to the 

satisfaction and contentment of the tenantry, 4695. 471 1-4715 Inexpediency, from a 

landlord’s point of view, of the valuation being so much below the rent, 4700-4702 

Admission as to its being reasonable that a landlord expending large sums in improvement 
of his land should increase his rents in proportion, 4703-4705. 

[Second Examination.] With regard to the land let by witness at a high rent, with a 
fine, a long lease was given, 4847, 4848. 

0 Reilly, John. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Ts a civil engineer and professional valuator of 

land ; was employed -or tweuty years on the General Valuation of Ireland, 2523-2526 

Dismissal of witness from the Valuation Office in March 1857, ,,n the pi. a that he had 

made false statements, 2527-2532 Imputations made by witness, pieviuusly to his 

dismissal, as regards Mr. Greene, to the effect that he was incompetent for the position 
of Superintendent of the valuation, and that he had made some illegal charges for 
travelling and hotel expenses ; witness contends that his statements were, on investigation, 

fully proved, 2533-2541. 2627-2635 Admission by Sir R. Griffith as to Mr. Greene’s 

want of knowledge as a valuator, 2534. 2 743 Receipt ny w itness of one month’s pay 

for loss of employment, after twenty years' service, 2542. 

Representations made by witness in 1858, but for which the counties would probably 
have been charged much mure titan half the cost of revision of the valuation, 2543—2547 
—Statement relative to the part taken by Mr. Kelly in the preparation of a certain 
geological map, and of the instruction books first issued to the valuators, 2548-2553 
— -Explanatton given by Mr. Kelly to witness as to the cause of his difference with Sir 
R. Griffith; refusal of Mr. Kelly to charge certain private work to the office, as re- 
quested by the latter, 2554-2559 Very limited attendance of Sir R. Griffith at the 

Valuation Office between 1850 and 1857; 2560-2562 Belief as to a person named 

Skip havmcr been paid out of the office funds whilst in the private service of Sir R. 
Griffith, 2563-2567. 

Practice of not taking the taxes into consideration when the valuation was being made, 

2568-25.0. 2645—2654 Unsatisfactory and costly results of the system of check 

valuators first adopted, it having been carried on too long, 2572-2577 Inaccuracy 

consequent upon the allowances for local circumstances being sometimes calculated in 

the office in Dublin, 2578-2580 Opinion as to the expediency of exempting roads from 

the valuation, 2581, 2582 Short period in which the valuation might have been com- 

pleted if there had been a more competent staff, and an improved organization, 2583- 

2585. 

Calculation that under a system of local revisors the annual revision could be done for 

10,000 l, or n,ooo l. a year, 2586-2593. 2604 Means of securing iutegiity and 

unioformity of valuation if the revision were local, 2593. 2594 Statement showing 

that under central revision the valuation has not been free from political abuse, 2594- 
2603. 

Circumstance 
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O'Reilly, John. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

Circumstance of a clerk in the office of the name of Byron having been in the habit of 
going into the country on geological pursuits, 2606 — 26 10 Appointment and remune- 
ration of Sir R. Griffith as Commissioner of Valuation adverted to, 261 1-2615 Very 

light duties discharged by the divisional superintendents of valuation, 2616 Inac- 

ci.'.i w of a statement by Mr. Greene relative to his employment on the boundary survey, 

2617-2619 Objection lo the employment of uneducated farmers as valuers, 2620 

Comment upon the duties discharged by the librarian in the Valuation Office, 2621-2624 

Absence of any regulation in the office for including steam power in the valuation, 

2625, 2626. 

Particulars relative to some other charges made by witness before his dismissal, in 

addition to the charges against Mr. Greene, 2636-2644 Irregularity by the adoption 

cf a uniform per-centage in order to reduce the valuation under the Act 9 & 10 Viet, to 

the scale of the Act 15 Sc 16 Viet., 2655-2660 Practice in witness’s experience for 

the revisors in the country to complete the work of revision without the maps or papers 
being sent lo the offire for final alteration, 2661-2669. 

Adoption in the tenement valuation of the divisions of tenements laid down under the 

townlund valuation, 2670-2672 Statement as to an officer of the department, named 

Irwin, having employed his office hours in preparing books for publication, 2673-2692. 
2706-2722— — Frequency of work having been done in the office foreign 10 the office 
business, and with the cognisance of Mr. Greene, 2692-2705. 2721, 2722. 

Circumstance of witness having, since he left the office, applied lo Mr. Greene relative 

to an appointment for his son, but without success, 2723-2728 Further statement 

relative lo the charges made by witness against Mr. Greene and others, and alleged to 
have been established; letter hereon from Sir R. Griffith to witness in March 1857, 
stating that the charges were proved to be unfounded, and dismissing him from the 

service, 2729-2744. 2747 Suspension of witness in February 1857, previously to his 

dismissal, 2750, 2751 — Qualifications of witness previously to his joining the valuation 

servii e, 2752-2754 Several books of instructions under which he acted as valuator, 

2755 - 2759 - 

Offices. Explanation in regard to the accountant’s office being in wituess’s house for 
which he leceived 100 /• a year, Sir R. Griffith 1427-1436. 1439-1443 Arrange- 

ment tbal witness was to find an office for 100Z. a year, and a messenger for 50 l. 

a vear, ib. 4870 Further particulars relative to the provision by witness of furnished 

rooms attached io his own house, as an accountant’s office, for which he was paid 100 l. 
a year; this office is no longer kept up, ib. 5084-5099. 5114, 5115. 5181-5195. 

Ordnance Survey and Valuation. Belief that no other country posseses so magnificent a 
work as the Ordnance Survey and Valuation of Ireland, the valuation being exceedingly 
useful for various .public and local purposes, Trench 4205. 4363, 4364. 

Organ, James Patrick. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is storekeeper in the Valuation Office, 
and positively denies the accuracy of an insinuation that in view of the present inquiry 

there had been a great burning of papers in store, 5298-5316. 531 9 Is aware of a 

meeting recently held in the office for the purpose of expressing confidence in Mr. 
Greene, 5320-5327. 



P. 

Perrin, William Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Has been employed in the Valuation 
Department for nearly twenty-two years ; is now a revising surveyor and a valuator, 

3587-3590 Practice of witness until last December always to make the applotment 

of divided tenements in the country, 3.591-3609 Issue of insiructions in December to 

the effect that the applotments were to be made in the office in Dublin, 3599-3602 

Several documents supplied 10 witness before revising the valuation and making the 

applotment where tenements are divided, 3610-3612 Practice of late years as to the 

correction in the country of the list of the clerk of the union, 3613. 

Grounds for the conclusion that it would be exceedingly difficult, and sometimes 
impracticable, to make the applotment of the valuation in the office; illustration of this, 
and of the necessity of personal inspection of the tenements by those making the 

applotments, 3615-3644. 3673-3675. 3683-3704 Varying period for which (he union 

books and the maps used in revision last without renewal, 3647-3649. 

Explanatory statement as to the much greater relative cost of the revision of Cork 

than uf Dublin, 3650— 3672. 3679-3682 Completion generally of the whole work of 

revision in the country, 3705-3710 Rule of witness to conform to the written instruc- 
tions as much as possible, 3711, 3712 Inaccuracy of a statement that witness has 

been in private communication with a member of the Committee, 3712. 

362 — I. d 4 [Second 
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Perrin, William Henry. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 

[Second Examination.] — Explanation of the circumstances connected with a certain 
letter front Mr. Hu Word to the Conservative agent at Bandou when witness was ap- 
pointed to the revision of that place; improper character of this letter, though witness 
did not report it at the time, 54°d W seq. 

Political Influence. See Franchise. Hurford, James T. 

Poor Law Valuation. Very unsatisfactory character of the former poor law valuation, 
Greene 723-725. 

Poor Rate. Statement that witness made no deduction for poor rates in finishing certain 
valuations in 1851 ; question hereon whether instructions were not issued that deductions 

should be made, Iyn>m 2319-2335 Practice as to the payment of poor rate by the 

landlord where the valuation is under 4 l . ; advantage in all cases of the landlord paying 
half the rate, Trench 4197- 4222-4234. 4245-4254. 

See also Local Taxation. Rates and Taxes. 

Prices. Statement as to the tenement valuation having been based upon a scale of prices 
of ao-ricultural produce, these having been at the time much lower than they now are, 

Greene 75-77 Low price of butter, as named in the Act, in comparison with the 

present price, ib. 77 Principle of valuation, as regards prices and as regards rent, 

laid down respectively by the Act of 182(3 and the Act 15 & 16 Viet., ib. 181, 182. 

Statement as to the necessity of a re-valuation on the ground of the large increase in 
the prices of agricultural produce; reference more especially to the price of butter, Greene 

493~499* 569-082 Impression as to prices having been higher in the years 1862-64 

than in the years 1853-55 5 probable inaccuracy of this conclusion, ib. 1198-1206. 1229- 

1225 Impracticability of disturbing the valuation for the first fourteen years, though 

the prices of butter and other produce may greatly vary, ib. 1236-1245. 

Commencement of the tenement valuation in the counties of Londonderry and Antrim* 
a scale of prices having then been adopted for the valuation generally. Sir R. Griffith 

1479-1487 Reduction of the counties first valued to the same scale as that adopted 

under the Act 15 & 16 Viet., ib. 1485-1490. 1732-1737 Adoption throughout of the 

principle of valuation according to a scale of prices as contained in the Act, ib. 1490. 

'498-1537- 

Very large advance since 1855 in the prices of agricultural produce in Ireland, Leahy 

1824 Irregularity by the adoption of a uniform per-centage in order to reduce the 

valuation under the Act 9 & 10 Vici., to the scale of the Act. 15 & 16 Viet., O'Reilly 

2955-21360 Statement as to no general and uniform deduction having been made in 

the case of those counties valued under the 9 & 10 Viet., in order to bring them to the 

scale of the 15 & 16 Viet., Hitchcock 3792-3799 Statement of the foundation of the 

scale of agricultural prices upon which the valuation was based, Hutchings 4724, 4725. 

See also South and West of Ireland. Ulster. 

Private Work. Frequency of work having been done in the office, foreign to the office 

business, and with the cognisance of Mr. Greene, O c Reilly 2692-2705. 2721, 2722 

Circumstance of private work done in the office, such as drawings for bridges, having 
been charged to counties, Hitchcock 3922-3939. 

Informaiion as to the circumstances under which some plans and tracings ordered by 
witness for private individuals were in the first instance charged to the office, but were 

ultimately paid for by him, Sir R. Griffith 4867, 4869 Explanation of the way in 

which the amount paid in the office for certain private work ordered by witness was, some 
years subsequently, ascertained with a view to its repayment by him, ib. 5100-5113. 

See also Geological Map of Ireland. Irwin, Geo. W. Jones, W. E. 

Progress Returns. See Accounts ( Apportionment of Charge). 

Promotions. Considerable dissatisfaction in' the office with reference to the character of 
the promotions; question considered as to there being any real ground for this complaint, 

‘ Hitchcock 4019. 4045-4049. 4104 et seq.', Hutchings 4793-4804. 

Public, The. Statement as to the great public usefulness of the valuation, and of the maps 
in various ways, and as to the public confidence in the office, Greene 374-376. 383-387* 

447, 448. 456. 713-729 —Almost invariable approval given to the valuation, witness 

having heard of only two complaints from counties, Sir R. Griffith 1606, 1607. 

Wide-spread dissatisfaction in Ireland in regard to the tounland and tenement valua- 
tions ; superiority, however, of these valuations to any previous ones, Lynam 2234-2236 
The present valuation is little relied on by any one, O'Brien 4450. 

Publication of Valuation. Practice for a short time as to the publication of the tenement 
valuation m baronies, the system of publishing in unions having commenced in 1853, 
Greene 115-124. 141— Revision and republication of those portions of the counties 
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Publication of Valuation —conti nued. 

that were at first published in baronies, Greene 141-144 Exceptional instances of the 

valuation of particular unions having been issued for rating purposes before the comple- 
tion of the counties, ib. 1150-1152, 



Q. 

Qualifications of Staff. Satisfactory qualifications of the present officers of the department, 
the superintendent being, however, the best authority on this point. Sir R. Griffith 1423- 

1426. 1436-1438. 1460. Explanation that witness makes no charge of incompetency 

against the present staff generally. O’ Brien 4685, 4686 Importance always attached 

bv witness to the education and respectability of those to be appointed, Sir R. Griffith 

5^52, 5253- 6287. 

See also Constitution of Department, 2, 3. Valuators. 

Queen's County. Proposed increase of the valuation of the county, at the rate of 3 s. 4 d. in 
the pound, App. 228. 242. 



R. 

Rainfall. Attention paid to the matter of climate and rainfall, in fixing the valuation of 
any county, Greene 61 1-626. 

Rates and Taxes. Want of uniformity in the valuation of different counties, owing to the 
requirement in the Act as to the deduction of rates and taxes, these varying greatly, 

Greene 134-140 Difficulty experienced as regards the deduction of rates and taxes; 

numerous appeals on the subject in the county of Tipperary, ib. 183, 184 Conclusion 

as to the want of a new valuation, even if the difference was confined to the matter of 

rates and taxes, ib. 199-2 11 Explanations with further reference to the course formerly 

pursued as regards deduction of poor-rate and county cess before arriving at the valua- 
tion, ib. 1125-1147. 

Obstacle to uniformity on account of the great change in the scale of taxes, Sir R. 

Griffith 1505, 1506. 1619-1625 Explanation of the course pursued in regard to the 

deduction oi poor-rates and county cess in carrying out the valuation, such deduction 
having been based on an average of years, ib. 1527-1538. 1613-1615. 1619-1626. 1666- 
167a. 1761-1769 — — Due reference to be had to the question of rates and tuxes in carry- 
ing out a re-valuation of any country, ib. 1761-1773. 

Doubt as to the deduction in respect of rates and taxes, being a considerable element 

of inequality in the valuation, Lynam 2318, 2319 Practice of not taking the taxes 

into consideration when the valuation was being made, O’Reillu 2568-2570.' 2645-2654 

Facilities derived by the revisors from the rate collectors in the different unions, 

Flynn 2877-2879. 2892-2894. 2936 Allowance made by witness in his valuation of 

Ulster, for the average rate of taxation in each union and for the county cess, Thompson 

3204-3228. 33 0 4~33 l 3 Non-adoption of a uniform scale in the deduction of taxes in 

each county or union, Hitchcock 3815-3818. 

Circumstance of the valuation being deceptive, through being made on the supposition 

that the tenant pays all the taxes, Trench 4197 Examination as to the extent to 

which the amount of local taxation should be considered in arriving at the valuation, ib. 

4289-4299. 4327-4336. 4356-4360 -Conclusion that the landlords escape a large 

amount of rates through the valuation being so much below the rent, 0 Brien 4416-4418. 
4547-458 2 * 4614-4622. 4653-4656. 

Rule formerly in force as to the allotment of rates and taxes being carried out in the 
office, and not by the valuators in the field, Sir R. Griffith 5216-5219. 

See also Local Taxation. Poor Rate. 

Reduction of Establishment. Revision and reduction of the establishment from time to 
time, the last revision having b$en in 1865 and at the direct instance of the Treasury, 

Greene 538-54®' Large reduction effected through the completion of the valuation, ib. 

661-664. 765 j 788 Statement as to their having been a reduction of the establishment 

since the Treasury classification, Hitchcock 4106-4109. 4131-4134. 

See also Roman Catholics. 

Reduction of Valuation. Instances of reduction of the valuation of Unions, numerous 
appeals having arisen after publication, Hitchcock 381 0-38 12— —Comment upon the 
statement by Mr. Hitchcock on the subject of deductions from the valuation after it was 

w published ; express power given to this effect, Bolton 5351-5353. 

“ 362—L E Rents. 
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Re-employment of Officers. Practice of re-appointing old hands when vacancies occur, 

Greene 699-701. 765. 767 Advantage it' many valuable hands removed from the office 

were brought back again, Hitchcock 4033-4035. 4045-4049. 

Return showing the instances of re-employment of officers, after their discontinuance 
through completion of work, App. 229, 230. 

Rents. Varying practice in letting lands in Ireland, the large proprietors generally lettiug 
at low rents, but rents generally having been raised, Sir R. Griffith 1578-1583. 1608- 

1612. 1627-1630. 1661-1665 Large capital employed by farmers in England and 

Scotland, the rents and profits being much larger than in Ireland; statement hereon as 
to the relative advantage of large and small farms, ih. 1584-1586. 1631-1636. 1691- 

1702 Unduly high rent of small holdings, owing to the undue competition lor them, 

ib. 1724, 1725. 

Circumstance of the townland valuation and the rent having been before the tenement 
valuator in many cases ; he was, however, instructed not to be influenced by the rents, 

Duffy 2012-2023 Comparison made between the valuations of the different farms 

and the rents in those counties in which there was no tenement valuation, Hitchcock 

3761-3763 Details relative to the course pursued in ascertaining the rents and in 

basing the tenement valuation on the rent, in the case more especially of houses, ib. 3768— 

3789. 3820, 3821 Very little use of the rents as a basis for the townland valuation, 

the tenement valuation having been very much based upon the rents, ib. 3819-3821 

Willingness generally evinced by the tenants to state the amount of their rents when 
required for the tenement valuation, ib. 3958-3962. 4003, 4004. 

Conclusion that the rent should not, any more than the tenant right, be taken into 
consideration in the valuation of land, Trench 4263-4267. 4356-4360. 

Grounds for the conclusion that in the payment of poor rates, &<•., the landlords escape 
a very large amount of local taxation through the valuation being so greatly below the 
rent, and through the assessment being upon the valuation instead of upon the rent, 
O'Brien 4416-4418. 4547-4562. 4614-4622. 4653-4656. 4709, 4710 Decided ob- 

jection to the repeal by the Act 13 &. 14 Viet. c. J04, of the provision in the first Poor 
"Law Act, that the valuation should be based upon the rent, ib. 4421-4434. 4441-4446. 

4546-4549 Estimate of eighteen millions as the total rental of Ireland, the valuation 

being about thirteen millions, ib. 4447, 4448 Large excess of rent beyond the valuation 

in the case of some land recently let by witness in Clogheen Union, a heavy fine having 
also been paid, ib. 4560-4562. 4566, 4567. 

Belief that there has been no tendency of late to an increase of rents in the south of 

Ireland, O’ Brien 4691-4699 Inexpediency, from a landlord’s point of view, of the 

valuation being so much below the rent, ib. 4700-4702 Admission as to its being reason- 

able that a landlord expending large sums in improvement of his land should increase his 

rents in proportion, ib. 4703-4705 With regard to the land let by witness at a high 

rent, with a fine, a long lease is given, ib. 4847, 4848. 

Entire misapprehension of Mr. Hitchcock in stating that the valuation was based on 
rents, Bolton 5350. 

Sec also South and West of Ireland. Ulster. 

Resident Landlords. Tendency to improve cultivation where the landlords are resident, 
SirR. Griffith 1618. 1720-1723. 

Responsibility. Responsibility of witness for the accuracy and economy of the tenement 
valuation, Sir R. Griffith 1397-1400. 

Returns. Examination upon the subject of certain returns not having been furnished by 
the Valuation Office to the Committee in accordance with their order; obstacle to sup- 
plying the precise information asked for, Greene 816-850. 

Explanation as to a certain return' of the work of the revivors for 1868, including two 
months of a different year ; this does not affect the substantial accuracy of the return, 

Duffy 2087-2096 Explanation relative to an apparent inaccuracy in a return of the 

salaries of the officers in the B Division, ib. 2225. 

Re-valuations. Provision in the Act 17 Viet. c. 8, for the entire re-valuation of certain 
classes of property; inequality complained of by railway companies on this score, Greene 
474-478 Exceptional instances of applications for a re-valuation, ib. 1042-1052. 

See also Dublin County, New Valuation. 

Retjsors 
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Revisors and Revision : 

1. Generally as to the Object and the Conduct of the Annual Revision. 

2. As to the Work done respectively by the Revisors in the Country, and by 

the Clerks in Dublin. 

3. Particulars of the Employment and Expenses of the several Revisors in 

1868. 

4. Salaries of the Revisors. 

1 . Generally as to the Object and the Conduct of the Annual Revision : 

Commencement of ihe revision of the valuation the year after the first issue of the 

valuation, Greene 212 Chief object of the revision to record the changes of occupiers 

and of lessors, and the changes caused by consolidation or division of farms, ib. 220-226. 

251-253 Non-interference with the total value as originally settled, this remaining 

unaltered for fourteen years, ib. 225-227. 

Statement showing the detailed steps taken in order to keep the valuation as complete 
as possible, the maps undergoing constant revision, and all changes of boundaries being 
duly recorded, Greene 508-520. 710-712 Considerable duties of the revisors in addi- 

tion to ibe changes comprised in the returns made to the office by the clerks of the 
unions, ib. 561-568 Effectual check upon the revisors, there being but few com- 

plaints against them, ib. 730, 731. 

Details relative to the duties of witness and the checks provided in his department in 
reference to the work of revising the valuation, Duffy 1896-1900 -Advantage of con- 

ducting the revision in the summer months, or rather in the period from March to 
November, after the rates are struck and collected, Flynn 2799. 2829-2832. 2910-2919 
Expediency of the revisors being well paid and being subject to some central super- 
vision, ib. 2850-2854. 2929, 2930. 2940-2944. 

Statement as to witness and other valuators being no longer engaged in the re-valua- 
tion or revision of the county of Dublin; increase, however, in the work of revision in 

the north, Thompson 3229-3249 Varying time occupied in the revision of different 

unions, three weeks being generally sufficient for each union, Scan/an 374 1 "3745 r 

Opinion that six revisors should suffice for all Ireland ; statement hereon that the actual 
work of revision is a small matter, O'Brien 4521. 4525-4531. 4634-4636. 4674-4682. 

2. As to the Work done respectively by the Revisors in the Country, and by the 

Clerks in Dublin : 

Explanation relative to the rules and practice of the office, as to the work to be done 
in the country by the revisors, and as to the calculations in completion of such work 
being made and checked in Dublin, Greene 229-250. 

System now adopted by which most of the revisors correct the books in the country, 
and send them to the office in Dublin for comparison and examination, Duffy 1897-1900 

Details relative to the work performed in the officeon the subject of deductions, in 

connection with the work of the valuators or revisors in the field, ib. 1964 et seq. 

Issue of instructions to the revisors from time to time in connection with ilie practice as 

to applotments, &c., ib. 2034-2040 Explanation that the applotments were formerly 

always checked in the office, hut that since 1865 or 1866 this rule has been departed 
from without the knowledge of Mr. Greene, who has therefore issued fresh instructions 
on the subject, ib. 2040-2057. 

Consideration of the means of information available in the office for the applotment of 
the valuation; admission as to the difficulty in certain cases, Duffy 2058-2086. 2159- 
219a Facilities of the revivors in the country for making the applotment of the valua- 

tion in cases of sub-division of farms ; difficulty as to the deduction in such cases if the 
applotment were made in the office, ib. 2069-2086.2159-2192 — —Practice as 10 the 
transmission of documents from the office to the revisors in connection with applotments, 

ib. 2070-2072. 2075, 2076 Facility and economy through the areas being calculated 

in the office, instead of by the valuators, ib. 2193. 

Evidence as to the inaccuracy of certain statements by Sir Richard Griffith, Mr. Greene, 
and Mr. Duffy, upon the subject of the maps and field book, and the information afforded 
thereby to the officers in Dublin, in regard to the different qualities of land on any farm 

or lot, Lynam 2258-2263 Practice in witness’s experience for the revisore in the 

Country to complete the work of revision, without the maps or papers being sent to the 

office for final alteration, O'Reilly 2661-2669 Statement of the practice as to the 

making of alterations by the revisor in his book, a transcript being subsequently made in 
Dublin, Flynn 2887, 2888. 

Practice of witness always to applot the area of divided tenements, and to divide the 
valuation, in the field, without special permission from the office in Dublin, Thompson 

3135-3148 Correction by witness of the union books in the countiy, save during the 

present year when they have been sent for correction to the office, it. 3149-3154- 

Outline of the course pursued by witness in reference <0 the annual revision, all correc- 

362 j — I. tions 
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Revisors and Revision — continued. 

2. As to the Work done, &>c, — continued. 

tions as to boundaries, &c., being recorded before the maps and books are returned to the 

office, Thompson 3273-3287 Occasional reference from the office to witness for 

explanations relative to the corrections, ib. 3280-3282. 

Practice of witness until last December always to make the applotment of divided 

tenements in the country, Perrin 3591-3609 Issue of instructions in December to the 

effect that the applotraents were to be made in the office in Dublin, ib. 3599-3602 

Several documents supplied to witness before revising the valuation and making the 

applotment, where tenements are divided, ib. 3610-3612 Grounds for the conclusion 

that it would be exceedingly difficult, and sometimes impracticable, to make the applot- 
ment of the valuation in the office; illustration of this and of the necessity of personal 
inspection of the tenements by those making the applotments, ib. 3615-3644. 3673-3675. 

3683-3704 Completion generally of the whole work of revision in the country, i(i. 

3705-3710. 

Practice of witness in revising to make the re-applotments of valuation in the country, 

Scanlan 3716-3723 Issue for the first time, in December last, of instructions to the 

effect that the re-applotments should be made in the office, ib. 3721, 3722 Practice 

formerly of witness as to sending his work to the office to be checked ; alteration of the 
instructions adverted to hereon, ib. 374 6 ~3749- 

Rule in witness’s division for the revisors in the country to make the applotments con- 
sequent on changes of tenement, the instructions on the subject having, however, been 

altered a few months ago, Hitchcock 3822-3832. 3850-3852 Impracticabiliiy in 

many cases of calculating or checking in the office the valuation of sub-divided tenements 

in the annual revision, ib. 3837-3852 Invariable practice in witness’s division for the 

revisors to do the whole work of revision and applotment in the country, Hutchings 4767— 
•4773- 

Duty of the divisional superintendents to check the alterations and changes noted by 
the revisors with the original documents; evidence of Mr. Greene hereon adverted to. 
Sir R. Griffith 5220-5230. 

3. Particulars of the Employment and Expenses of the several Revisors in 

1868 : 

Return of the names of the several revisors who were employed in making the revision 
of 1868 ; the number of days which each was employed at the field work in each county, 
and the corresponding proportion of pay, travelling, hotel, labourers, and postage expenses 
of each, App. 220-223. 

4. Salaries of the Revisors : 

Return of the salaries of the several revisors or valuators, App. 224, 225. 

See nlso Accounts ( Apportionment of Charge). Changes and Alterations. Cost, 2. 

Dublin County. Instructions. Local Revision. 

Roads. Deduction of the roads in arriving at the valuation, Sir R. Griffith 1730 

Opinion as to the expediency of exempting roads from the valuation, O'Reilly 
2581, 2582. 

Roman Catholics (Office Establishment). Question considered whether there was not a.n 
undue reduction among the Roman Catholic portion of the staff, and whether Protestants 
have not been appointed in an undue proportion, Hitchcock 4138-4176. 

Refutation of a charge that in the matter of appointments undue favour was shown to 
Protestants, Sir R. Griffith 5252, 5253. 5255-5261. 

Particulars relative to the former and present proportions between Roman Catholics 
find Protestants in the office ; conclusion that there is not the slightest ground for the 

imputation that the latter have been unduly favoured, Duffy 5379-5491 1° Mr. 

Kelly’s time there were eighty-two Roman Catholics and sixty-six Protestants, ib. 5379 

: Witness is a Roman Catholic and has obtained employment for Roman Catholics, ib. 

5379-5382 In the first class there are eleven Protestants and one Roman Catholic, 

and in the second class twelve Protestants and eleven Roman Catholics, ib. 5385-5398 

• Out af eleven nominations given by Mr. Greene, about two years ago, there were 

nine Roman Catholic nominations, ib. 5393-5398 In the third class there are now. 

thirtyrone Protestants and twenty-three Roman Catholics, ib. 5399, 5400. 

Roscommon. Reference to the proposed addition of 5 s. in the pound to the valuation of 
Roscommon ; doubt as to the letting value being under the valuation, Greene 760-764 

Complaints from Roscommon and Mayo, but. not from any other counties, as to the 

expense of the valuation, ib. 791, 792. 

Resolutions passed by the grand jury of Roscommon at the last assizes in strong 
disapproval of the mode of conducting the revision ofthe valuation in that county ; com- 
ment 
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Roscommon —continued. 

ment upon these resolutions as of a very sweeping and personal character, no other grand. 

jury in Ireland having followed the same course, Greene 794-801. 815 Explanation 

in connection with a letter from the Valuation Office about two years ago, which was 
forwarded to the grand jury of Roscommon, and which related to a former resolution by 

the grand jury, complaining of the expense of the annual revision, ib. 802-815 

Information in connection with the large charge paid by Roscommon in respect of the 

valuation and of its subsequent revision, Sir R. Griffith 1383-1388 Opinion as to 

the fairness of the proposed increase of 5 s. in the pound to the valuation of the county, 

26.1726.1770-1773. 

Roscommon would bear an average increase of at least 45. in the pound, Duffy 1936- 
1940 Information in connection with the number of changes in the county of Ros- 

common in the last three revisions; practice as to what constitutes a change, ib. 2144- 
2154- 

Average of about 400 1. a year as the moiety paid by Roscommon for the annual revi- 
sion of the valuation, Flynn 2766-2770 Data for the calculation that the whole work 

might be done by one competent revisor for 200 l. a year ; statement hereon as to the 
number of annual changes requiring correction, ib. 2771-2786. 2790. 2810-2828. 2839- 

2854. 2937-2939 Estimate of 10 1. a year as sufficient remuneration for making the 

changes in the books, ib. 2775-2781. 2889-2891 Calculation that a revisor could do 

the whole county in eighteen weeks, ib. 2784-2786. 

Returns of the total amounts of county ces9, and of poor’s rate levied in the county 
in each of the years 1855-57 ; App. 239. 

See also Castlereagh Union. 

Ryan, William. Testimony to the efficiency of Mr. Ryan, revisor in Kerry, Trench 4213. 



Salaries. Limit of the salaries to 1 l. a day, many of the staff having entered at 5 s. a day, 

Greene 82. 88-90 Statement as to witness’s salary being now 900 l., his salary as 

superintendent having been 450 1., ib. 275-283. 743-747 The salary allowed by the 

Act is 1,100 l., ib. 278 Explanation as to witness’s salary having been 450 l. a year 

before he became commissioner, ib. 650-653 Varying salaries of the revisors and 

other officers engaged on different countries, ib. 943-95°. 

As chairman of the Board of Works witness had 1,000 l. a year, and at the same time 

500 /. a year as Commissioner of Valuation, Sir R. Griffith 1322.1477 There were 

constant complaints that witness kept the salaries in the office too low, ib. 1422 Par- 

ticulars with reference to the various appointments held by witness in Ireland for several 
of which he received no salary, whilst his largest remuneration at any time was 1,500/. a 
year, ib. 1471-1478. 

Comment upon the large expense for salaries in connection with the revision of the 

counties of Cork, Kerry, and Limerick, Leahy 1856 Doubt as to any necessity for 

the increased salaries now given in the Valuation Office, ib. 1857, >858 — —Miserably 
small pay of the officers in the first instance, Duffy 1915 Appointment and remu- 

neration of Sir R. Griffith as Commissioner of Valuation adverted to, O’Reilly 2611— 
2615. 

Cessation since witness’s resignation, in October 1868, of the salary of 500/. a year 
received by him as Valuaiion Commissioner; he receives, however, a full pension from 
the department, being an officer of sixty years’ standing. Sir R. Griffith 51 16-5120. 5145- 
5147. 5175-5180 Receipt of 900/. a year by Mr. Greene as commissioner; explana- 

tion hereon as to witness having received only 500/. a year sinfce he was also head of the 

Board of Works, ib. 5121-5124 Total pension of 1,500 I. a year received by witness, 

. ib. 5180. 

Return showing the salary of each officer in the valuation service, App. 224, 225 

Return showing, for 1866-67 and 1867-68, the expenditure under the head of salaiies in 
respect of each county, ib. 226, 227. 

Official circular addressed to the several officers, dated 1st April 1865, specifying their 
respective appointments, salaries, &c., as approved by the Treasury, App. 231, 232. 

See also Classification of Officers. 

Sale of Land. Importance of a new valuation as a guide to vendors and purchasers of 
land, as well as to landlords and tenants, Leahy 1827-1831— r — Constant reference to 
Griffith’s Valuation in the purchase of estates, Vernon 3121, 3122. 

See also Landed Estates Court. 

362 — I. F Shannon 
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Scale of Prices. See Prices. 

Scanlan, Thade. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Has been a revisor of valuation since 1854 ; 

37 1 3"37 1 5 Practice of witness in revising always to make the re-applotments of 

valuation in the country, 3716-3723 Issue for the first time in December last of 

instructions to the effect that the re-applotments should be made in the office, 3721, 3722 

Statement as to witness having been employed in the county of Cork in 1867, and as 

to bis revision having been delayed for some time through an accident, 3726-3738 

Varying time occupied in the revision of different unions, three weeks being generally 

sufficient for each union, 3741-3745 Practice formerly of witness as to sending his 

work to the office to be checked ; alteration of the instructions adverted to hereon, 3746- 
3749- 

Shannon, The. Unduly low valuation of lands along the Shannon, Lynam 2251. 2253. 

Skip, John. Explanation in regard to a messenger attached to the Valuation Office having 
for some time acted also ms witness’s servant, Sir R. Griffith 1467-1470. 

Belief as to a person named John Skip having been paid out of the office funds whilst 
in the private service of Sir R. Griffith, O'Reilly 2563-2567. 

Particulars relative to the employment in witness’s service, after office hours, of the 
messenger Skip ; explanation hereon that Skip’s son, who was witness’s footman and 
wore his livery, received no payment from the public. Sir R. Griffith 4870-4875. 

Examination with further reference to the part employment in witness’s service of the 
messenger Skip, who was at the time receiving 50 1. a year from the office, Sir R. Griffith 

5084-5091. 5159-5165. 5196-5199 Pension now received by Skip according to the 

ordinary rules of the service, ib. 5166-5170 Further statement that Skip’s son, who 

was in witness’s service exclusively, received nothing from the office, ib. 5172-5174. 

Sliyo. Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 2 s. 6 d. in the pound, 
App. 228. 242. 

Solicitor. Payment formerly of the solicitor by fees, whereas he is now paid by a fixed 
salary of 300/* a year; economy by the lai ter arrangement, Greene 284-296 Satis- 

factory explanation to be given for the provision of a room at the Valuation Office for the 
solicitor, ib. 772-775 Denial that the solicitor has been taken into the country when- 
ever paltry disputes have arisen, ib. 776-779 Explanation that the solicitor has only 

300/. a year, without any allowance for clerks or office expenses, ib. 780-784 Very 

efficient services rendered by the solicitor, whilst his salary is exceedingly small, Leahy 

1801. 1864, 1865 Enumeration of the various and important duties of the solicitor; 

conclusion that the work is admirably done, and cheaply, for 400 1. a year, or 300?. with 
an office, Sir R. Griffith 5231-5243. 5296, 5297. See also Appeals. 

South and West of Ireland. Importance of a new valuation of the south and west of 
Ireland, there being a want of uniformity between the present valuation of those districts 
and of the north of Ireland, owins chiefly to the different state of cultivation and the difference 

as to rates and taxes, Greene 185—198. 349-362 Difference of from fifteen to twenty 

per cent, between the north and the south in point of valuation, ib. 411-418 Further 

explanations on the subject of the much lower valuation in the north than in the south, 

ib. 583-641 Statement in support of the view that the valuation is lower in the south 

than in the north, Vernon 2966-2971. 3010-3033. 3064-3068. 3101-3106 Necessity 

of a revision and important increase of valuation in the south and east ; varying increase 
required in different counties, Sir R. Griffith 5249-5251. 5262, 5263. 

Paper showing the proposed increase per pound in the valuation of the south and west, 
in order to make such valuation uniform with that of Ulster, App. 228. 242. 

Statistics and calculations submitted by Mr. Hitchcock, purporting to show that the 
valuation of the south and west is not lower than that of Ulster, App. 244-246. 

See also Cork County. Kerry. New Valuation. Prices. Roscommon. 

Ulster. 

Storekeeper. Comment upon the duties discharged by the librarian or storekeeper in the 
Valuation Office, he being also engaged in extraneous duties, O'Reilly 2621-2624. 

Strohestoum Union ( Roscommon ). Doubt whether the annual revision of Strokestown Union 
occupies more than a fortnight, Flynn 2880. 

Surveyors. Duties performed by the surveyors and valuators respectively in carrying out 
the tenement valuation, Lynam 2248. 
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T. 

Taxation. Primary object of the valuation as a basis for taxation, Vernon 3099, 3 100 * 

See also Imperial Taxation. Local Taxation. Hates and Taxes. 

Tenant Right. Explanation as to tenant right not having been taken into consideration in 

the valuation of the north, Greene 12x3-1217. 1280-1288 Grounds for concluding 

that tenant right should not be considered in the valuation. Trench 4207-4210. 4263 

Information relative to the operation of tenant right in the north of Ireland, as tending to 
prove that, though the valuation nominally comes more nearly to the rent in the north 
than in the south, this is not so if the sums given for tenant right be added to the rent, 
Hutchings 4745-4763. 4775-4779. 4830-4833. See also Ulster. 

Tenement Valuation. See the Headings generally throughout the Index. 

Thompson, John. (Analysis of his Evidence).— Is a valuator in the Valuation Office, and 

has been engaged in the revision of the valuation, 3127-3144 Practice of witness 

always to apploi the. area of divided tenements, and 10 divide the valuation, in the field, 
without special permission from the office in Dublin for the purpose, 3135-3148 
Correction also by witness of the union books in ihe country, save during the present 

year, when they have been sent for correction to the office, 3 1 49 - 3 1 54" Valuation by 

witness of portions of each county in Ulster, without making any use of the previous 

townland valuation, 3155-3158 Custom of witness, when engaged on the tenement 

valuation, as to marking upon the maps in pencil the different qualities of soil, 3159- 

3^75. 33H-3316. 

Re-valuation and revision by witness in 1867 of part of the county of Dublin, the same 
scale of prices having been followed bv him as in his valuation of parts of Ulster, 3176- 

g 20 g Circumstance of witness having valued Ulster at about 2 s. in the pound higher 

than the scale of prices in the instruction book, 3194-3202 Allowance made by witness 

his valuation of Ulster for the average rate of taxation in each union, and for the county 
cess, 3204-3228. 3304-3313. 

Statement as to witness and other valuators being no longer engaged in the re-valuation 
or revision of the county of Dublin; increase however in the work of revision in the 

mortb, 3229-3249 Supply of maps and books to witness from the head office before 

entering upon the duty of valuation, the maps, &c. being returned to the office when 

filled up by witness, 3250-3261 Course pursued in checking the valuations of witness 

and other valuators, the practice being a very salutary one, 3262, 3263. 331 7-3332. 

Necessity of the valuator exercising some discretion in order t.o arrive at the proper 
annual value, the book of instructions being at the same time followed as a general guide, 

3264-3272 Outline of the course pursued by witness in reference to the annual 

revision, all corrections as to boundaries, &c. being recorded before the maps and books 

are returned to the office, 3273-3287 Occasional reference from the office to witness 

for explanations relative to the corrections, 3280-3282. 

Explanations in connection with the employment of witness in the field and in the 
office, respectively, during the year 1867; 3288-3292.3299. 3368-3375 —Statement 
as to its not being necessary to have a new map or clean copy every year for the purposes 

of revision, 3293—3297 Importance of a careful check of the calculations and alteta- 

tions in respect of changes of boundary, 3298. 

Further evidence on the subject of the higher valuation of Ulster than of other parts of 

Ireland, 3333-3355 Employment of witness in the valuation and revision of the 

county of Dublin further adverted to, 3368-3375 Correction of the lists of the clerk 

of the union before the maps and books are returned to the head office, 337®> 3377* 

Tipperary. Immense number of appeals at one period in the county of Tipperary, the 

result being that the valuation was generally sustained, Greene 183, 184. 368 There 

were 5,000 in Tipperary, Greene 183; Sir R. Griffith 5 2 3* 5 Holton 5361 The 
valuation of the county was seven and a half years in hand, Lynam 2249. 

Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 4 s. in the pound, App. 
228. 242. 

Townland Valuation. Inability of witness to supply any detailed information in connection 
with the townland valuation of Ireland; this valuation was commenced about the year 
1826, and was completed for only three provinces, Greene 7-24. 36— 4 l - 65“7°- 111 

Belief that the cost of the townland valuation was 160,000 1 , ib. 43. 71, 72 

Statementto the effect that the townland valuation was of little use in the carrying out of 

the tenement valuation, or in keeping down the expense, ib. 166-180 Way in which 

the townland valuation served as a check upon the valuation, ib. 924-926. 

Total of about 160,000 l. paid by the counties for the townland valuation, only three- 
fourths of which was completed. Sir R. Griffith 1369-1371 Statement relative to the 

362 — I. t 2 mode 
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Townland Valuation — continued. 

mode in which the cost of townland valuation was levied on the counties, there having 
been but one or two remonstrances by counties against the cost, Sir R. Griffith 1372-1384 

Check supplied by the townland valuation in making the tenement valuation, ib. 

1518-1526. 

Examination with reference to the information available through the townland valua- 
tion and 1 lie surveyors’ maps for the assistance of the tenement valuators, Duffy 2159- 

2192 Statement that the tenement valuation was a new valuation rather than a 

correction of the townland valuation, ib. 2220-2223 Adoption in the tenement valua- 

tion of the divisions of tenements laid down under the townland valuation, O'Reilly 

2670-2672 Valuation by witness of portions of each county in Ulster without 

making any use of the previous townland valuation, Thompson 3155-3158 Large 

use made of the townland valuation in iliose counties where it existed in carrying on the 

tenement valuation, Hitchcock 3800-3809. 3833-3842 Very little use made of the 

townland valuation by the tenement valuators, Sir JR. Griffith 5211-5215. 

See also Cost, 1. 

Tracings. Practice as to the supply of tracings, &c., to the public at a small charge, the 
amount received in the office from this source being about 500 l. a year, Greene 521-528 

Great convenience to the public through the facility of obtaining maps, tracings, 

&c., from the Valuation Office, the charge moreover being very reasonable, Trench 
4268-4281. 

Travelling and Hotel Expenses of Revisors. Return showing the travelling and hotel 

expenses of each revisor in making the revision of 1868, App. 220-223 Return 

showing, for the financial years 1867 ai, 6 1868, the amount of travelling and hotel 
expenses in each county in the revision of the valuation, ib. 226, 227. 

Treasury, The. See Appointment of Officers. Classification of Officers. Cost. 
New Valuation, 2. 

Trench , X Townshend. (Analysis of his Evidence.) — Is agent for extensive properties in 

Kerry and other counties, 4189-4194 Statement that Griffith’s Valuation does not 

fairly represent the letting value of the land, it being generally below the letting value, 

and especially so in Kerry, 4195-4197. 4199-4203. 4220, 4221 Circumstance of the 

valuation being deceptive, through being made on the supposition that the tenant pays 

all the taxes, 4197 Approval of the landlord paying half the county cess, 4197, 

4198. 4253-4262 Practice as to the payment of poor rate by the landlord where the 

valuation is under 4 /. ; advantage in all cases of the landlord paying half the rate, 4197. 
4222-4234. 4245-4254. 

• Conclusion that the valuation relatively to the different farms is a very good one, 4204. 

4282,4283. 4364 Great importance attached to a new valuation every twenty-five years, 

4205. 4284-4286 Objection to the counties carrying out the valuation, a national 

office fur the purpose being very essential, 4206. 4219 Contemplated power of appeal 

in the grand jury and in the boards of guardians, 4206. 4214-4218 Grounds for 

concluding that tenant right should not be considered in the valuation, 4207-4210. 4263 

Nun-increase of the local taxation, but only of the income-tax, by an increase in the 

valuation generally, 421 1, 4212. 4311-4316. 

Testimony to the exceeding courtesy displayed by Mr. Greene uppn all occasions when 
witness has had dealings with the Valuation Office; desire also evinced by Mr. Greene 

to supply maps, tracings, &c., upon reasonable terms, 4213 Excellent qualifications of 

the revisor in Kerry, ib. Belief as to the good return received for the expenditure 

on the townland and tenement valuations; doubt, however, as to full value having been 

received if there has been an outlay of a million sterling, 4235—4244. 4361—4364 

Conclusion that the rent should not, any more than the tenant right, be taken into con- 
sideration in the valuation of land, 4263-4267. 4356-4360. 

Great convenience to the public through the facility of obtaining maps, tracings, &c., 

from the Valuation Office, the charge, moreover, being very reasonable, 4268-4281 

Approval of the counties and the Consolidated Fund sharing equally the cost of the 

revision of the valuation, 4287, 4288. 4317-4326 Examination as to the extent to 

which the amount of local taxation should be considered in arriving at the valuation, 

4289-4299. 4327-4336. 4356-4360 Full value to be derived from the expenditure 

upon a new valuation every twenty-five years, 4300-4303 Injustice in certain cases of 

improved estates, unless there be a new valuation from time to time, 4304-4310. 

Several Imperial purposes for which the valuation is useful, so that it is only fair that 

Government should bear half the cost, 4317-4326. 4337-4355 Insufficiency of a 

mere revision of the valuation from time to time, as by the present revisors, 4365-4369 
Objection to the charge for lunatic asylums and infirmaries being transferred to the poor 

rate, 437 °j 4371 Defence of an appeal from the valuation to the magistrates, insiead 

of to the chairman of quarter sessions, 4372-4395. 
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Ulster: 

Much higher valuation of Ulster than of the south, the effect being that, as regards 
imperial taxation, the north is more heavily burthened, Greene 134. 394, 395. 405-421 

Effect of the cultivation of flax in enhancing the valuation of Ulster, ib. 187. 405- 

410 Explanation on the subject of the higher valuation of the north than the south, 

ib. 405-436 Doubt as to its being the practice in the north for the landlords to pay 

the income tax on the rental instead of the valuation, ib. 449-451. 

Examination with further reference to the higher valuation in the north than in the 
south, and to the several matters taken into consideration in each case, Greene 583-641 

Deterioration of the land if flax be grown too often, ib. 605-6 1 o Evidence to 

the effect that the valuation of Ulster is not a low valuation, and is as nearly as possible 

in accordance with the scale prescribed by the Act, ib. 1053-1073 Examination, in 

further detail, relative to the valuation of Ulster, and the former and present prices of 
agricultural produce and of labour in the north and elsewhere, ib. 1175 et seq. 

Causes of the higher valuation of the north than of the south, witness contending that 
this was chiefly owing to the great improvement of agriculture in the north, Sir R. 

Griffith 1573-1577. 1590 et. seq. -Belief as to Ulster having been valued very high, 

though flax has since doubled in value, ib. 1711-1716. 

Circumstance of the valuation of the northern counties being nearly up to the letting 
value, whilst Limerick, Roscommon, and other counties would bear a large increase, 

Duffy 1934-1940 Close approximation of the valuation 10 the letting value in Ulster, 

the valuation being generally higher in the north than in the other parts of Ireland, 

Vernon 2966-2971. 3010-3033. 3064-3068. 3101-3106 Question whether the rent, 

as well as the valuation, is not higher in Ulster than in other parts of Ireland ; operation 

of tenant right adverted to hereon, ib. 3010-3031. 3069-3093 -Impression as to the 

increased valuation in Ulster being chiefly owing to the comparatively recent period at 
which carried out, ib. 3032, 3033. 3°64 _ 3°68. 

Evidence on the subject of the higher valuation in Ulster than other parts of Ireland, 

Thompson 3194-3202. 3333-3355 Circumstance of witness having valued Ulster at 

about is. in the pound higher than the scale of prices in the instruction book, ib. 3194- 
3202. 

Accuracy of the. statement, by Mr. Thompson as to his having valued Ulster beyond 

the scale laid down in the book of instructions, Sir R. Griffith 5245-5247 Grounds 

for the conclusion that the valuation of Ulster is at present at a fair level of value, not- 
withstanding the great increase in the price of flax since the valuation was made, ib. 
5248-525 1. 5264-5283. 5288-5295. 

Proposed exemption of Ulster from increase of valuation, App. 228. 242. 

Tables submitted by Mr. Hitchcock in illustration of his evidence, and purporting to 

. show that the valuation of Ulster is not higher than that of the other provinces, App. 

- 244-246. 

See also Prices. South and West of Ireland. Tenant Right. 

Uniformity. Conclusion that the valuation relatively to the different farms is a very good 

one, french 4204. 4282,4283. 4364 Object of witness from the first to make the 

valuation uniform, Sir R. Griffith 1503-1506. 1526. 

Return showing the counties which require to he re-valued, and estimating the addition 
necessary in order to bring them to a uniform rate, with the north of Ireland, App. 228. 

See also Inequality of Valuation. New Valuation. Prices. South and West 
of Ireland. Rates and Taxes. Ulster. 

Union Clerks’ Boohs. Correction of the lists of the clerk of the union before the maps and 

books are returned to the head office, Thompson 3376, 3377 Practice of late years as 

to the correction in the country of the list of the clerk of the union, Perrin 3613—: — 
Suggestion that the correction of the union clerks’ books should be done in the office in 
Dublin, instead of by the revisors in the workhouses ; economy thereby, Hitchcock 4036- 

4044 Information relative to the valuation books received by the Mitcheistown Union 

from the Valuation Office, a new set of books not having been received for the last ten 
or twelve years, O’Brien 4489-4495. 4563-4565. 

Uses of Valuation. Evidence as to the great usefulness of the valuation of Ireland and of 
the annual revision, Greene 374-376. 383-387. 447, 448. 456. 713-729; Vernon 2977— 
2982. 2998-3001; Trench 4205.4363,4364. 

See also Franchise. Imperial Taxation. Landed Estates Court. Local Taxation. 
Sale of Land. 
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V. 

Valuators: 

Information relative to the qualifications of the men employed on the townland and 
tenements valuation ; 1 heir fitness for the work, Greene 392-399.422-424- Due in- 

quiry and cheek when valuators were appointed by Sir Richard Griffith, ib. 698. 738- 
740. 889- — Explanation as to some of the valuers being competent for the valuation 
only of particular kinds of land, ib. 736-742. 

Qualifications now required fcr valuers according to a certain circular dated 1st 
January 1868; this circular, however, lias never been applied to valuers, Greene 1004- 

1015- — Lower educational qualification necessary in the valuers than in the clerks, ib. 

1016- 1019- Further reference to the system of check-valuers adopted by Sir Richard 

Griffith, in order to prevent inaccuracy in the second-class valuers, ib. 1164-1166 

Care taken to employ in different counties valuators most competent to value the soil in 
such counties, ib. 1273-1279. 



Particulars relative to the course pursued by witness in the appointment of valuators down 
to the year 1852, when the office was placed under the Treasury ; formation of a school 
of valuation under his personal examination, and with excellent results. Sir R. Griffith 

13 2 3* , 3 2 5- 1 339 Payment by the Treasury of the cost of the school of valuation, 

which was about 500 l., ib. 1335> 1 336 Accuracy and economy consequent on the 

adoption of the system of check valuations, ib. 1490 Employment in each province 

of such valuators as were most conversant with the soil, ib. 1787, 1788. 

Opinion as to the very effectual system of valuation and of check valuers adoDted 
formerly by Sir R. Griffith, Leahy 1813 Examination with reference to the book re- 

ceived by the tenement valuator when sent to value any district; information already 

entered in the books at the office on various points, Duffy 1991-2023 Exceptional 

instances of (he tenement valuators having found it necessary to divide the tenements 
into particular lots according to the distinctive qualities of the soil, ib. 2024-2033. 

Conclusion as to the expediency of requiring higher qualifications in valuators; diffi- 
culty formerly through the supply being limited, Lynam 2255-2257 Fitness of only 

three or four of the present siaff of valuators for employment on a new valuation in the 
field ; means available in the country for providing the required staff, ib. 2451-2453. 
2467- 2504- 2510 — —Unsatisfactory and costly rc-sults of the system of check valuators 

first adopt ed, it having been carried on too long, O'Reilly 2572—2577 Objection to 

the employment of uneducated farmers as valuers, ib. 2620. 



Custom of witness when engaged on the tenement valuation as to marking upon the 

map*, m pencil, the different qualities of soil, Thompson 3159—3175. 3314—3316 

Supply of books and maps to witness from the head office before entering upon the 
duty of valuation, the maps, &c., being returned to the office when filled up by witness, 

ib. 3250-3261 Course pursued in checking the valuations of witness and other 

valuators the practice being a very salutary one, ib. 3262, 3263.3317-3332 Necessity 

of the valuators exercising some discretion in order to arrive at the proper annual value, 
the book or instructions being, at the same time, followed as a general guide, ib. 3264- 
3272— —System of check valuators in carrying out both the townland and’ tenement 
valuations, Hitchcock 3786, 3787. 



Expediency of the qualifications imperative in valuers being of an advanced kind : 
exception taken on tills point to a circular dated 1st January 1 868 restricting the examin- 
ation tor this class to reading, writing, and arithmetic, Sir If. Griffith 4944-4948. 



Return of the persons who have, from time to time, been employed on the valuation, 
,33”'^ P a0 “ from wlleiIC ‘ ! the y cam «. and their professional qualifi- 



Vernon, John Edward. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— Has had considerable experience as 

agent and manager of estates in Ireland, 2954-2960 Great variation in different 

counties between tile relative amount of the valuation and of the letting value, 2061,2962 
—■Low valuation of house property in Dublin county with referencf to the rent, 2963- 
f.9t>5——Uoce approximation of the valuation to the letting value in Ulster, the valua- 
tion being generally higher in the north than in the other plrts of Ireland, £986-2971. 
3010-3033. 3064-3068. 1 1 a 



Great usefulness of the valuation of Ireland and of the annual revision, 2977-2982. 
2998-3001- Expediency of an effectual check upon the cost of revision, witness con- 

sidering, however, that the charge upon (he counties is not unreasonable, 2983-2993. 
3°6b, 3°57’ Due attention always paid at the Valuation Office to any representations 

by witness respecting the valuation of tenements in his charge, 2994-2096 Belief 

that the duties of the department have been admirably discharged, 2997- Moderate 

charge made by the office for copies of any valuation required by witness, 3002-3009. 
Question whether the rent, as well as the valuation, is not higher in Ulster than in other 

parts 
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Report, 1869 — continued. 



Vernon , John Edward. (Analysis of his Evidence) — continued. 
parts of Ireland ; operation of tenant-right adverted to hereon, 3010-3031. 3069-3093 

Impression as to the increased valuation in Ulster being chiefly owing to the 

comparatively recent period at which carried out, 3032, 3033. 3064-3068 Expediency 

of the valuation representing the rack-rental or letting value, 3034-3039 Various 

conditions affecting the relation between the rent and the letting value and profits in 
different parts of the country, 3040-3046 — — Varying amounts of capital required and 
used per acre of land in the north and in the south, 3047-3055. 3062, 3063. 3123-3126. 

Heavy cost of a re-valuation of Ireland, 3058-3061 Belief as to the valuation of 

the city of Dublin being low, 3094-3098 Primary object of the valuation as a basis 

for taxation, 3099, 3100 Further statement in support of the view that the valuation 

is lower in the south than in the north, 3101-3106 Higher valuation required as 

regards the best grazing lands, rather than as regards tillage lands, 3107-31 18 Pro- 
bable sufficiency of the valuation of Louth, 3118 Opinion that Westmeath also is 

fairly valued, 3119, 3120 Constant reference to Griffith’s Valuation in the purchase of 

estates, 3121, 3122. 



W. 

Waterford County. Proposed addition of 4s. in the pound to the present valuation of the 
county, App. 228. 242. 

Westmeath. Opinion as to the valuation of Westmeath requiring correction in the way of 

increase rather than of diminution, Greene 1204-1208. 1251-1258 -Opinion that 

Westmeath is fairly valued, Vernon 3119, 3120. 

Proposed addition of 5 s. in the pound to the present valuation of the county, App. 
228. 242. 

Wexford. Proposed increase of the valuation of the county at the rate of 4s. in the pound, 
App. 228. 242. 

Wicklow. Proposed addition of 4s. in the pound to the present valuation of Wicklow, App. 
228. 242. 
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